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The Committee of the Protestant Electoral Union have reason to believe that 
the publicity given by this pamphlet to the docirines of the Confessional, is accom- 
plishing greater results toward arousing public .attention to the perils gathering 
around the institutions and liberties of th$7dpuntry than any efforts that have be- 
fore been made by any Protestant, Association"; and they submit, in explanation of 
their’ proceedings, the following extracts fipfe their Circluar, Vol. I., No. 2, referred 
to oa the second page ofrtjhe cover. ” 

s' V • I f -1 1 , # »| 

* “The doctrine and practices iof the Romish- Confessional arc now openly adopted, and ear- 
ned out with entire impunity} ampin many instances avowedly sanctioned and encouraged bv 
ecclesiastical authorities of the Church of final and 


. • If • 

• 0 



Referring to the practittts.of Mr, Wd^acf a^l the-Scobell case, the Circular pr<L 

^ r ; i , l '' j , • 

- Under these circumstaa.co.fi, it becomes a quest, ioi.r of no slight importance to every father 
of a family, whoso wife or daughters may by *K*erihility. b© brought into communication with 
such clergymen, to have some knowledge of what the doctrines and practices of the Confes- 
sional consist, and this earn bo stated in a .very i‘e\vy words : * f, :• . 

;lish 
and 
the 

_ »v, IV v -the 

conduct. Xliis is ine$$>c trine; nndit is ob v ( ug, to (his extent to nioTol>$r 3 of 
tho Church of England tvs- to those of Homy.” £ 7 

The course of proceeding adopted by the Cdr/anittee is thus described : 

“il. W/to bring this'' portion of the ritualism an*.i : theology of the ‘ Holy vu« lw 

under the notice -of-thc public, that Mr. W. Murphy Hhas»-bocn for some time past engaged i 
giving lectures in various towns, and the result of. his iufcburs is well -wpvthy tbo attention < 

the public.” x.l ..■■■. . . | 

•The -object of the; Confess ional svstein is -also described 

. * 

9 — * • * i 

‘'For those who ihny hje disposed to spare thcmeslve* the sickening effects of a persual of 
* . ■ I i_ ty circulated ‘by Mr.- Murphy- Aviih the sanction of the Committee 

—it rn:iy suffice to- state, Mmtdho end hncl object: this system of^ Confession/ as thus 
brought to light, is to dudmich to tho vary lowest depths of sensuality the minds of f penitents.' 
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l * v/hat ©very* English judge docs un dor siTuiliar dircumstances of noeos- 

had 
tho table 



were all ruined by -their conversion, and the father was stoned to death by that negative in- 
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stigation of the priest, of which Mv. Smith’# letter* to your Grace supplies a practical speci- 
raeu hitherto unknown in England.'* 

It is as follows that Mr. Crickmer justifies forwarding to the Archbishop a copy 

„> — , ■ . > f- .‘4 *• ' -* ’•/■** /• , * *, . ' » 

<rftbis pamphlet: t 

“So as to be porfoetly open with your Grace, I venture to send u pamphlet of extraotafrom 


on a i>uvuvuoou n Via o mvc v i> -y: / 

only remaining ohanco of opening the eyes of apathetic England. 

“Lectures upon tho superstructure of the system the Priests earo little for; but Satan 
trembles for his cause when men full of fearless love for their God, their country, and their 
Church, dare to tear the veil of secrecy from the true base upon which the whole politico-pa- 
gan edifice stands — ‘The Confessional f ” ; . 

And the Committee thus further explain their own views: 

“Such are the sentiments by which the Committee have been actuated in giving their sanc- 
tion and support to the mission of Mr. Murphy. On several occasions Mr. Murphy has been 
threatened with legal preceedings and magisterial and police intervention, and although this 
has not yet boon carried beyond threats, and such indirect opposition and impediments as 

« i i . rr» r 1 .* M 41 ,a nnfh/vvi’Mea ?nfA %*AonAnoU\ilifw • f linrn iCi nrt nAtlm. 


matter of necessity to put him 
every town he leaves behind him an association ot men oi respectability, oigamzcd for the 

purpose of investigating and adopting the neoessary meausof further making known as well 
the perils which surround our families in the Cliuroh of England, as the iniquity of sustain' 
ing by public money such demoralisation amongst those who profess the iloman Catholic 
faith,' It is therefore with much satisfaction that tho Committee find themselves supported by 
the active co-operation of such clergymen of the Church of England as the Rev. W. 13. Crick- 
mor, and the acquiosenco so far as can bo collected from the absenco of any expression of a 
contrary opinion, not only tho Archbishop of York, to whom a copy of this pamphlet was of- 
ficially forwarded — but also of every member of both Houses of Parliament, to whom such 
copy was forwarded prior to tho close of tho last session. To which it may be added that tbo 
-Committee have not failed to obtain such legal advice as tho peculiar circumstances of the 

-eas^. dcmasd.’f" ; y 


The circular from which the above are extracts was published in January, 1850, 
and the anticipation of being prosecuted has, after various attempts which failed, 
including many applications by tho Roman Catholic party, to the Homo Secretary , 
boen at length realized by the action of the Watch Committee of Wolverhampton . 
under whose orders a number of the Pamphlets in tho possession of Mr. Scott, a 
gentleman of high position in that town, were on the 11th of March, 1 S6T. seized, 
and a prosecution commenced. under the recent Act, known as Lord Campoell's 
Act. The parties implicated by this prosecution are not Mr. Murphy, the Lecturer, 
Mr. H. Scott, the distributor of these pamphlets, nor the Committee, w ho, for the 
reasons published by them, have encouraged and supported them — but also such 
men as the Rev. W. Crickmcr, Dr. Armstrong, the Rector of Burslem, who presided 
at Mr. Murphy’s lecture — and whoso lifo has been threatened for doing so (See 
Special Circular for March, 18G7), the Rev. R. J. McGhee, Rector of Holywell, who 
attended the trial to verify the translation, together with hundreds of other names 
of like authority, who have expressed to the Committee their cordial approval of 
their couduct in this matter. 

Whatever may be the result of the Wolverhampton prosecutions, the Committee 
feel that they will have the entire public sympathy of England in asserting that if 
these doctrines arc fit to be taught and practiced by ltomish Priests and Church of 
England ministers, and to be paid for by the public, the nature of such doctrines 
should be made known. 


s Mr. Smith was the Roman Catholic Priest of Beverley. 
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In the first page of these “Extracts” attention has been called to the Preface I 
anall now explain in a very few words the. object 1 had iu view in doing so. * 
Most clergymen are already aware of the acknowledged authority of all the works 
jrom which these selections are made ; but, of the laity,. for whom this pamphlet 

:.s particularly intended, comparatively few are well-informed on this point. The 

reason of this is, that although Protestant ministers of all denominations are ready 
enough to expose the errors of Romanism when necessary, they have, with reaped 
;o this revolting subject (perhaps), too generally considered that. “It is a shame 
even to apeak ot those tilings which are done of them in secret.” 1 have therefore 
thought it advisable that before perusing these extracts, the reader should be ac- 
curately informed as to the great authority of all the authors quoted, and of the 
high estimation in which they arc still held by the “Infallible Church of Rome.” 

1 shall now adduce proofs from eminent Roman Catholic authorities to show, that 
the books from which I have quoted are the standard works in which the student 

is instructed, and by which the finished priest is guided in the performance, of hi* 
varied parochial duties. 

r I. feaiut Alpbonso M. He Liguori, who was canonized at Rome on the UGth of 

May. 1830, is the great example whom Cardinal Wiseman desires to imitate and 
the saint whom he delighteth to honor. • 

Jn tile Roman Catholic Calendar tor 1845, p, 1 67, we find that, preparatory to 

l-KINTEp’oRI^FDITKn'?! ft”™ 08 °[ *'« <«*»<*); whether 

a Ki.Ni.hi t> R liSLDiIhJi, had been more than twenty times rigorously discussed 

by the hacred Congregation of Rites, which decreed that not one word had been 
iound in them worthy ol censure. 

, tM^hogue, and Cabassutius. — In 1820, a commission wa3 appointed 

( >y the Crown to inquire into the educational institutions of Ireland. The Presi- 
* ent and 1 rofessors of Maynooth then furnished tho commissioners with the ma- 
terials for a report to Parliment, in which they gave a list of the nameaof the class- 
ooks used in the college ; in this list tho three authors above named were inclnd- 
’ U i» 7 i Kie ' . ** e P° rt of Commissioners of Education, App. p. 44P. 

A\ hen examined before the commissioners, Mr. Angladc. Professor of Moral Theol- 

: !?y» » ave . ^\ e Allowing as the reason why these were the most suitable books in 
divinity which could be selected for the instruction of students. He says : 

Our object has been, seeing the want of clergy, to choose among the treatises of 
ui viuity those which arc most essential to them for the discharge of their dutv in 
te ministry, as they have no other occasion of improving thcm 3 clve 3 except bv 
reading books ; and so the treatises I have taught are relating to human acts, con- 
science, sms, sacraments, penance in ALL its parts, MARRIAGE, restitution, con- 

: ract 8 , laws, censures, IRREGULARITIES." — Vide VIII. Report of Commissioner* 
of Education, App. p. 155. 


^ .-uuiT*jr, vj jLfuotm. uu inc appearance of an English 
^ranslation of certain portions of this work in 1836, Dr. Murray denied that he had 

«!n»T»£!J' en su . c ^ R PP r °hation. The publisher, however, in a very independent 
nanner, and much to his credit, contradicted the statement of his bishop. This 

Gmn a feveri8h excite,n « ut in Dublin, in the midst of which, Dr! Murray 

Wh^Rnm 0 m A V13 ‘ t . t0 ljis Holiness— possibly for advice. He did not remain 

^ i'- an ?’ 0Q h,s returD > hc published a letter onthc5th of October, 1836. 
?£?~K 8ed t0 > bl ?. cle ^ 111 whjch he publicly acknowledged and adopted Dens, and 

suid a n,ontl ‘ “ two before, previous to hUde- 
:,;", Tn fo ta Iiom . e : In thl3 lettcr h e states that, when the publisher called on him 

»M8 aKl W " h tG r€pri ^ tUat work ” his opinion of conciseness, perspicuous- 
4 T7 ^ aS Sl,ch l » that Ile “ At oncu a3 ^ntcd.” After entering into oth- 

Perth*}.” 1 t lhlT tn recommending it, as a netful summary , to your attentive 

bishon (*rmU 7 ^ >in k of a religion whose bishop, nay, even an arch. 

P, nld be guilty of first publicly denying a solemn and public act. and who 
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could come forward shortly afterwards, aud as publicly assert that there was not 
one word of truth in all he he.d before so solenjnly declared ? But what did take 
J)r. Murray to Rome in such a violent hurry ? Was it not to be absolved by the 
Pope from the sin of the first mis-statement above alluded to ; so that, when he re- 
turned, he was innocent , and ready to “begin a new score.” 

Let no one, however, imagine that the above-named are the only theological works 
of this nature, for we are told by no less an authority than Dr, Crotty, the principal 
of Maynooth College, that there are HUNDREDS of others. In his examination 
before the commissioners, he is asked — “Are the works writen by Dr. Delahoguc 
Original compositions of his own, or were they compiled ? ” Ana. “ They are orig- 
inal works."' I should state, however, that there is no work yet written upon matters 
of that sort, of which a large portion has not been taken from previous works. A 
Catholic divine who writes on mailers of faith or MORALS, can write substantially only 
what has been written by HUNDREDS before him ! /’’—Irish Education Report, Apj>. 

p. 16. _ 

The Rev. M. James, of Pembridge, wrote to Dr. Murray, and asked him, “ Why 
was Dens’ Theology allowed to go to press without the omission of the objectionable 
passages, or at least a rote?” Hear his Grace s reply, dated 21st September, 1S35 

ftm convinced that, because we dissent from the opinions of an author, it 

would not therefore be fair to mutilate his book, omitting a treatise which, in 
one shape or other, forms part of every similar work PURPORTING to be a COURSE 
OP THEOLOGY.” 

Thus, we see, it is almost impossible for any Roman Catholic divine who writes 
ou MORALS (or Moral Theology , as these filthy treatise^ are styled), to produce 
anything noM even on this fertile subject; so able and minute have been the 
commentaries of the earlier Saints and Fathers. 

In his letter to Mr. .James, relative to Dens, Dr. Murray says, “This work, you 
are aware, was not intended for the iguorant. It, was written in Latin, beyond, of 


cither are not able, or have not time to consult tne original worics lor themselves. 
Many have a yjfcgUb aud indefinite notion that some queer questions are asked int 
the Gonfessinna.Cbnt very few indeed have any idea of the fearful reality as dis- 
closed in the toP&ing pages. 

k r, I 


year 10 ;VLayii cum. wv j/i vi 

meat will not pass without this iniquitous grant being withdrawn, and the nation 
rescued from the.HproacU of fostering a system, the details of which \Vould put 
thXmost profligate to the blush, and would not be endured in the veriest den of 

injfuaj.,., ... i * : ■ _ . . ... 

It . j .. • . * n ,.« 1 1 T 1 • .. f 4. 1 1 .. 


significant, but certainly not flatterin' 
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^ OU AUK REQUESTED TO READ THE PREFACE FIRST. 




ETC. 


DE SIGILLO CONFESSIONIS. |ON THE SEAL OF CON FES - 

Qld cst sigillnm confession is sacra- SION, 

mcntali s ? What is the seal of sacramental 

R. Est- obligatio sen debitum confession? 
celandi ca, cjute ex sacramental! con- i ‘ Atwoer. It is tlie obligation or 
fessione cognoscuntur. — Dens, tom, duly of concealing those tilings 
h, p. 218. ■ ‘ which are learned from sacramental 

An potest dari casus in quo licet confession. — Dens, vol. f>, p. 228. •. 
frangere sigillnm sacramenlaie? Can a case be given in which it is 

A. Non potest dari ; quamvis lawful to break the sacramental 
ab co penderct vita ant sal us ho mi- seal?- v 

nis, aut ctiam interitus reipublicai ; . ■■Answer. It cannot ; although the 

neque summits Ponlifex in eo dis- 1^° or safety of a - man depended 
pens arc potest; et proinde hoc si- tHoreon, or even the destruction of 
gilli arcanum mag is ligat quam ob- ^ i0 commonwealth ; nor can the Su~ 
ligatio juramenti, voti, secret?, natu- preme Pontiff give dispensation is 
ralis, &c., idque cx voluntatc I)ei : so lhat, on that account, this 
positiva. — Dens, tom. 6, p. 219, ! Secret of the seal is more binding 

than the obligation of an oath, a 
vow, a natural secret, &e., aud'tliat 
by the positive will of Go<\*—De 7 is, 

HH|HM| H| | ‘ ■ | vol. 6, p. 219. • . 

i Iu thc p. <)mai1 Catholic Calendar for 1845, p. 167, wo find that, prepar- 
atory to bis canonization, the MORAL SYSTEM of Liguori bad been 
mme than twenty times rigorously discussed by the Sacred Congregation 

• , os ’ whlcJl <leercc(1 that IN atx HIS WonKS, whether printed or inedited. 
iot one word had heat found worthy ofhcnmre; wJ.ieK decree was after- 

f T£ rm ? d by Pope Pius VIL TW» Xjignori is Wiseman’s pel Saint, 
and the following arc his doctrines, viz.; 

^ ' , SisUlum m Wc answer 1, That this seal is 

O <uo juris divim strictissima in an obligation of divine ri^ht most 

IZl w ^tegri regni ; Strict in every case, EVEN WHERE 

pcrichtarctur, ad taccndum, THE SAFETY OF A .#HOLE 

the ; pi^a tSU not h osi t-m ^ 7^ n i t syif« their own purport, or the inicrest of tho Church, 

^ not hesitate to break tins Sacramental Seal of Confession- . 


1 
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«tiow post mortem poeniteiUis, dicta XAIION ", ” \j<x eves 
quorum rcvclatio sacramen turn red- all things spoken in umfcssiou (*. _«• 


t““ -nrtVen In niyler to obtain sacramen- 

deret onerosum, vel odiosiim.— ; sp (,k en >n ojau to »■’“ . 

♦ +,«* A r> *>7n n 684. tal absolution), the levuation oi. 

’ 1 which would rendei the sacrament. 

itself grievous or odious. Dajnori. 
vol. 6, p. '270, n. 054. 

Quid feitur res po micro debet Com What answer thou, ought a Con- 

fessariu 3 °inteiT 0 gatiis super veriate, lessor to give when qnestioncd con- 

quam per soiam confessionem sacra- corning a troth wli.oh J,e hnous itoo. 
mentalem novit? . »ncramcntal confession m^J 

R. Dehet respondere, so nescire .l«s. Hb ocmir ak»i\m. ii 
earn, et si epsus cst, idem juramento tvk notes kot know 
eonfirmare .— !)<:»*, tom. 6, p. 219- WWW. ««*» samk tvnn u> 


Quaeritur an Confessarius inlcrro 


oath.- — Dem, vol. 0, p. 219. 

rt is ashed, whether the Confessor, 


gains do pcccato pccnitentis possit interrogated concern mg .the s 
iticorc se illud ucscirc,' etiam cum lus penitent, ctu. say that ho dot, 
juramento i Afflrmandum cum com- not know it, even . with an oath, 
muni ouam tenent I). Thomas sop- is answered m the affirmative, ti- 
1>1 a 11 art 1 ad 3. S. Anton, accordance with the common opinioo. 
V\» i 17 eat ' 22. Wig.tr 13. which St, Thomas and others hold. 
t Hoto? » 722. Tal. p. 5. 1 The reason is adduced by the divine 

§ 3. num. 1,3. cum. Nav. lion. Val. Thomas m the quoted place, who 

ot Ileuriq. ac Lugo d. 23. num. 7d. j says : -A man is t “ ; 

ctan Vasq. {qui opiuionem oppost- 1 testimony unless as a man, thereto*, 
tarn Gabrielis voeat erronenm) ct he can swear tliat ho does no ■ *nw 
allis comun. Katio affertur a D. what lie knows on y as Go d ,(«.<! 
Thom. loo. cit. qui elicit: “Homo this holds good, although a Conics- 
non addueltur in testimonium, nisi ut sor may have been asked to give ii<- 
homo, idoo... potest jm-arc se ucscirc answer not as mun, but- espectaUy 
quod scit tantum ut Dews j” (et hoc, as minister oi God, as Snares and 
ctiamsi Confcssarius rogatus fuerit tho ljcfore quoted authors ugi y 
ad respondendum non ut homo, sod sav,) because a con essoi in n * 
prsecipue ut minister Dei, projitreete I manner knows a wn with a kimw- 
siunt Sa u re/, et prtefati auctores loc. | ledge which he can use lot io pur. 
eit.V quia Confcssarius millo modo .pose of answering ; where ore « 
so.it pcccatum scientia qua possit uti 'justly asserts that fie does not know 
ad respondendum, unde juste assent ] that which without injustice he tan- 
senesmre id quod sine injustitia acquit ; not manifest, lienee— » *«t V He 

.vrianifcstare. < yide dicta 1 . 3. n. L25.V, | «7io«W ~ eft 

Hinc. Quid, si iusnpcr rogctiu* tul reft- equu ocoitou . Kota - 

pondendum sine sequivocationc ? Ad- , can nnmer with an oath l^thc <Um 
huciuramcnto cum potest respondere, not know U; ** more ^ -X 
se nesetre, ut prohahilus dicunt L«- go, Croix, Stox. et Holsm. wi h 
iro. n. 79. Croix. 1. c. cum' Stoz. et ] Michel, teaeh against other... 7 h< 
Holzm. num. 722, cum Michel, con- Reason is, because then the Conies, 
tra alios. Batio, quia tune Con- sor verily answers according to the 
fessarius revere respondet secundum oath made, which is always under- 





■ 

> A 

M 

9 

■ 


i 


■I ■ 


tv 


v; 


7 


juramentmn factum, quod semper p stood to be made in the manner in 
factum intelligitur modo quo fieri which it was possible to be made: 
poterat. nempc manifest and i verita- to wit, of manifesting the truth with- 
tern sine mquivocatiouc, sed smej out equivocation j, that is, without 

asquivosatione ilia, qua) licite omitti that equivocation which lawfully can 

poterat : quoad wq ui vocationem vero, be omitted. But as to the necessary 
neceseariam, qua; non poterat omitti equivocation which could not be 
absque peccato, nec alter habet jus omitted without sin, the other has 
ut sine sequivocationc ei respondea- not a rigid, that an answer should be' 

1 ..a. a. a 1 . — - 2 ai / t a. P - * - - V * i . . - - J J * a 1 • ■ . V a. 


Obj. Kullo casu licet men tiri, 


ouuiiu io iuiswcr v/imout equivoca- 
tion.* — Liguori , vol. 6, n. 646. 
Objection. In no ease is it lawful 


afcqui Con fessarius die mentiretur j to tell a lie, but that Confessor 


quia scit veritatem : ergo, &e. 


would be guilty of a lie. because he 


j knows the truth ; therefore, &c. 

.h\ xs ego minorem ; quia lalis Anmer. I deny the minor ; be- 
Confcssarius interrogatur ut homo, cause such Canfessor is inteirogatod 
Ct respondet ut homo; jam autem as man, and answers as man; but 
uon. scit ut homo illam veritatem, | now he does not. kuow that truth as 
qnamvis sciat ut I)cus, ait S. Xli, man, althovgh he Jen own it as God 
, art. 1. ad 5, et iste sensus says St. Thomas, and that is the 
sponte in cst responsione, nam <pian- spontaneous or natural meaning of 
do extra confess ionem interrogatur, i the answer ; for when he is interro- 
vel respondet, considerfttur ut homo, gated, or when he answers, outside 

Dens, tom. G, p. 219. confession, he is considered' as maiu 

j — Dem, vol. 6, p. 219. 

Si sacerdos a magi strain inter- If a priest is questioned by a 
rogetur de iis quorum notitiam ex magistrate as to matters which he 
sola confession e habuit, respondere has learned from confession alone, he 
debet se nescire, immo hoc ipsum ought to reply that lie is ignorant of 
jurare absque ullo mendacii peri- them: nay, he ought to swear to it r 
cnlo, Batio est juxtra Kstium, quia which he may do without any danger 
nec mentitur, nee in cquivoco ludit, of falsehood." It is added, on the 
qui ad men. tern mterrogantis respon- authority of Kstins, that in doing so 

dot, at nihil nisi verum profert ; at- [lie neither lies nor equivocates, since 

* */ . 1 % • * 4. ~ I _ ^ J » » . / 


qua - 1 


tmus Dei vices ayit, seel quid novc- him what lie knows from confession 
Jit, quatemis homo, proindeque extra iK in his character os God” but what 

confeissionem. — De. fa Hogue, loin. 1, he knows “ in his character as man” 
fK 292. I wittnilt Mnfoseinn 1r% TTnm.it> 


r> * without confession, — De. hi Tfngnc % 

, r vol. 1 , p. 292. 

viid si d i recto a Coniessario What it a Confessor were directly 
qua;ratur, utrum i 1 hid sciat, per con- asked whether he knows it through 
essionem sacramen tale m ? sacramental confession ? 

./f. Hoc casu nihil oporto 1 re-1 Answer. In that case he ought to 

Afrev i »<» this, who woa!d believe llomau 0«.:holie on Lis oath ? 


f 
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spondere: • ita. .Stay. cum . Sylvio ; .1 give • no . answer (so Steyart and 
Bed interrogate o ' re j iei cnda est tan- j Sylvius), but reject the question a» 
quam impia: vel letiam posset aibrj impious : or he could even. say ab- 
solute, non relativead.petition.emj wlutcly, not relatively- to the question, 
dicere, . ‘ ‘-ego nihil scio,’ ’> quia v<*xj ttl^know nothing" because the 
ego rcstringit ad soientiam human*-; .word- •/. restricts to Ms human 
am . — fiensj tom. 6, p. 219. : ■<»}>» iknowledgc.r— Lens, v. 6, p. 219. 

...Quid si quispiam pece at a sua ! , , ? ; B ut ! : if any one should disclose 
Cppfesaario aperiat Jiac inteutione, ' bis sins to a Confessor with the in- 
ut,;Cojifessarium irrideat, vel ;Ut tenfion ofimoeking him, or of draw- 
eumvperfcrahat in societatem exe- ing iiim into an alliaflce with him 
quendi malam iritontionem? < in the execution of a bad intention ? 

ii ;;'. Non oritur sigillum, quia Answer. The seal does not result 
Qonf$ssio non est • sacramentalis. therefrom, because the confession 
Ita Kama) j udicatimi fuisse, rcfcrct is not sacramental. .Thus, .as Dom- 
Dominicus Sotoy in *>asu quo quid- inic Soto . relates, it lias been dr- 
am accesserat Qonfessarium inten- ; cided at Romo, in a case in which 
dens cum perfcrahere in .conjuni-Uome, one went -to a Confessor with 
tionis crimen contra ronlifeem.— j the. .intention of drawing him- into 

• * w 

. Lqris, tom v 6, p. 220< .. ! a,, criminal conspiracy against- 1 he 

. ‘ Popo..«— v. c, i>. 220. , 

. Dexnique indirect^ ad sigillum rc - 1 £Tiyiine, all, things are reduced in- 
ducu ntur omnia, pci: quorum reyp-i $frectly to the spal, bv the revealing 
lationem sacramenturn redder etur, of, which the,. sacrament, .would U 

• i > ’ . . . *• * 1 i j ■ i - - viif, ;» • 144 I-I • • rj i <• f .■ Ij * » • . , • . ». 1 -w 

odiosmn jnxta mores p.atriss rendered .y,qdipu$^ according, to the 

tempoyuiu variolates : et ita Stcy-’ clicuu/cs offye ppunlry/iyd iJw .change# 
art de Pc§n. § 19. nitui. 1, p, 2 2$. of the times and.. thus Steyart-ob- 
Ex, Wig. ammadvertit, iUiqua ujqo serves from Wiggers. that some 
tempore adversari sigillo, qua) alio things , are ; at one time ,oitoski> 
tempore non habentm* ut tali^T-r: to f TnE; seae,, wtuctt* at akotuek 

f>, p. 222. not,,consii>ekeo AS.suoii. 


fUJ ho 


■* 1 .V . , | ,V JL 1 

; . t ! . Ji l" I - • > ' 


casu.i the penitent afn 

. nui . in . ■ -i-lj > . !*,» olj 


N 

■ 

D 


Bald. etc. (Melius diecndnm quodllbc taken .into accouni;. (We sav 
tripl'icein: habetit mrditiam iiem-pc | more justly that, it possesses a tlireo- 
^acrilegii contra sacramenturn, infp fold wickedness, viz., the sin of sn- 
delitatjs gravis, ciuu ex parte, don- erilege aginst the sacrament; of 

> 4 *• .• JO m % ti* * • T 9 7 • * A , 41 j ( p-j . f . Q * , 1 ♦ • , • ' ► 

fessariiinterceaatoneroso, uuaiiiyis grievous unfaithfulness, since: on 
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1 
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v»Ueit law whenever they wish. 


• • • t f # 
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tacita, promissio secretum servandi; ] the part of the confessor s . there 
item detractionis, si peccafcum, ,non intervenes a weighty, though tacit, 
sit publicum. Ita Spor. , Roncagl, promise of keeping the secret ; also 
Croix, etalii communiter.) — Liqu- \ of detraction, if the sin be not pub- 


on\ tom. 6 , p. 276 , 11. 365 . .. 

An Confossarius narrans ]>eccata, 


lie.) — Liquor v. 6, p. 276, 11 . 635. 
. Docs a confessor,* narrating the 

. . o 


quae in confessione audivit, agit, sins wdiich lie has beard in confes- 


contra. sigillum r 
A- , Si nullo modo. noqnidcm in 


sion, act contrary to the seal? 
Answer. If the- sinner or person 


general i, poceator sen persona pos- i can by no means be discovered, not 
sit- agnosci,necjueeliam ullum pr?c- even in general, nor any prejudice 
judicium ipsi ex eo obvenire pessit, to h imself happen therefrom, he does 
non agit contra sigillum, quia sigil- not act contrary to the seal, because 
lum habet rclationem ad pie ni ten- the seal has reference to the peni- 
tem sive ad . pecoatorcm. — Dens, tent or sinner. — Lens, v* 6, p. 222. 
tom. 6, p. 222. 

Tropterea provide Doetoros mo- - Wherefore the Doctors provi- 
dent ab hisce uarrationiluis absti- deutly advise that we should ab- 
nendnm, quando nulla utilitatis Btain from these narrations, when 
causa in ovet, propter scandal a, dum not mooed by reasons of utility j* on 
popuius cxistimat Confess rium re- ! account of the scandal, were peo- 
cordau . singulornm .pecatta: et pie to suppose that tlio ("on lessor 
propter periculum remotnm et sus- recollected the sins of each indi- 
incioucs alioruui.. Narrat Medina, ; vidutil : and on account of the remote 
lib. 2. cap. 4, Contes sari urn sic | danger and the suspicions of others. 
mauifestasse personam udulteram, Medina tells us, that a Confessor had 
dum prune dixcrat, primaui pocni- tlius discovered on an adulteress^ i irst. 
teuton fuisse confess am adulteri- by saying that liis lirst penitent had 
nm, postea imprudentcr nominavit confessed an adultery^ and alter- 
personam, qinn ejus prima pmuitons wards imprudently naming the per- 
nio rat. Quaproptcr otiam in pe- ; son who had been his iirst poii- 
tendo concilio pries tat easum sim- tent. Vfhcrcfore, even in asking 
plic iter pro pon ei‘e, non dor- in ran do advice, it is bettor to state the case 
ilkim sihi in ! coufossionc occurrcrc. simply, without declariug that it 
— Dans, tom. 6, p. 222-3, lias occurred to him in confession. 

Lens, v. 6, p. 222-3. 

Quin am obligation em sigilli sac- ! What persons contract the obli- 


ramontal is coiitrali unt ? 


gat ion of the sacramental seal? 


A. Onmos illi ad quos pervenit Awsaor. AU those who have got 
titia ox confessione, mediate vel their knowledge from confession. 


liotitiii ox confessione, mediate vel | their knowledge from confession, 
immidiate, licitc vel illicitc. ' j medi at ely or immediately, lawfully 

' : • . . • .Qraiulawfnily., • . • , ' 

Hoc? modo tenentur sigillo inter- In this manner interpreters in 
pretes in confessione, et illi, qui confession are. bound, by the seal 
circa confessional 0 considentos ali- and those who, . sitting about the 
quid per-aecidens audiunt. Peccant confessional, accidentally hear any 
nntem illi, qui voluutanc auscultant i thing. But they commit sin who 


-• Wo linvc already called attention to tlio very strin^cni 
eiv, we soe, n more cons»i deration of utility enables a Confttftsor 
fed an inviolable secret. 


ont obligation of the peal, — bat 
sor to divulge what was consid- 
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veil audiuufc. Similiter illi tenentur j voluntarily listen or hear. In like 
sigillo, quibus Confessarius sme manner they a v e bound by the seal, 
ficentia pomitentis revelavit. — Dens, j to whom the Confessor has revealed 
tom. (3, p. 231. . '. without* the license of the penitent. 

j — Dens, vol. 6, p. 231. 

Kcs P- 2 - A, -> «i«iliuin UinMitur It is answered, 2. That all are 
omnes, ad quos quomodoenmque hound to the seal, to whom a know- 
uotitia sacramentalis eonfessioius ledge of the sacramental confession 
pervenit : qualis est I., Confessarius, comes, conveyed in whatever way it 
qni, si de auditis in confession© ro- may: such is 1st, the Confessor, 
getur, potest negate etiara, si opus who, if he he asked concerning 
est, cum juramento, suhintelligen- things heard in confession, can deny 
do, quod possit dicere, vel potius that lie knows them, ev.cn, if it he 
(ut elicit cardin. de Lugo d. 23), needful, with an oath, by under- 
quod seiat scicntia ntili ad respon- standing]what he may be able to 
dendum interroganti extra conies- mention, or rather, what lie knows 
sioneni. lino, si peecatum suum ' with a knowledge useful for answer- 
salvo sigillo non possit con fi ter i, ing, being interrogated out of con- 
debet omitterc, quia sigilhun slric- ; fession. Yea, if his own sin could 
tius oblignt quam integritas confes- j not be confessed with an unbroken 
siotvis. — fdgtmi, tom 0, n. 645. j seal, he ought to omit it, because 

! the seal more strictly binds than 
the completeness of the confession. 
— liguori, v. 6, n. 645. 

After stating that a penitent can give either a written or verbal license 
to a Confefsor to disclose what he has heard in that penitent’s confes- 
sion, the following objection is raised, and answered in a manner which, 
no doubt, will be very satisfactory to all Confessors, 

? « f 

Obj. Mali saeor dotes possent sic i Objection. Bad priests could thu^ 
abuti sigillo, diccndo sc habere li- abuse the seal by saving they hud 


cent. lain. 

R. 8. Tli. q. II. a. 4. ad. 3. iu- 


libcrty. 

V 

St Thomas answers, it is incum- 


cumbiteia probatio rcccptm lieentia? ; bent on them to prove that they have 
sed creditur Confessario juranti, se received the license : but a Confessor 


obtinuisse licentiam a peenitente. — j it believed when he swears he has ob- 
La Croix , lib, (>, n. 1969. : t< lined license from the penitent.. — La 

j Croia; vol. 0,n, 1969. 

Notant etiam l>u Jardiu sec. 9. § Du Jar din also, and Suarez, An- 
il. n. 5. Suarez d, 24. § 4 n. 1 2, et toine, and Sylvius, remark, that a 
alii, paniitentcm pos.se ali quail do ob- 1 penitent eon sometimes be compelled to 
ligari ad similem aliquant licentiam I concede some such license, or otiier- 
concendendum alias non absolven- J wise be not absolved. — Dens, v. 0. 
dum. — Dens, tom. 0, p. 232. p. 232. 

IV. Non opus esse, ut habeatur in IV, It is not necessary that ii 
scripto. Suar. Fagund. 11. ec. Imo, (the license) should be had in writ- 
si dubium sit an Confessor cum iug. Tf it be doubtful whether the 
liccntia locutus fnerit, sacerdoti Confessor may liave spoken with the 

■^TbifS admilR that ConleNSOrs do reve i) without the permission of penitents. 

They search the secrets of the house, and so 

Are worshiped there, and feared for what they know.*’ 


potius quam pocnitenti credendum, | permission of the penitent, the pried 
ex Graff, ct Henr. afllrmat Dian. is to be believed rather than the 
L c. r. 4, vol etiam qnam baaredibus ; penitent: or rather than even the 
v. er. m ex licentia defuncti revelet heirs; for example, if, from the 
rcstitutionem ab iis faciendam. license of the dead, lie reveal that 
'Faun, ct Maid., qui tamen monent, restitution should be made bv them; 
co casu, non esse dicendum earn ! but, however, some other divines 
deberi ex delicto, sed solum, quod advise in that case, that he should 
taiibus tantum dari voluerit, satins- not sav that it was due from there 
que suadcri moribundo ut talia fault, but only that, he wished that 
screto codicillo lisercdibus injun- it should be given to such purposes; 
<rat. Vide Dian. 1. c. v. 32. — Lignori , ! and that it would be better to per- 

. . -m * M 7 * iw i ll O t ll K 


WV - - * w ’ * f I | • 

tom, 6, n. 051, q. JV. j suade the dying person that ho 

| should impose such things upon 
; his heirs by a secret codicil. — J dg . . 

I vol. 0, n. 051. q. IV. 

An. C/Onfessario lictum est nti ! Is it lawful for a Con lessor to 
scicntia accepta ex sola confession© ! avail himself of that knowledge* 
sacrament ali altorius ? i which lie has acquired solely fro m 

j the sacramental confession of an * 

j other '{ 

Qmimvis semper sit illictumf Although it is always unlawful to 
frangcre sigillum, quaeritur tamen ; break the seal, however it; is in 
utruin sit contra reverenti am sigilli, quired, whether it is contrary to 
age re aliquid vcl omittere illiquid the reverence of the seal, to do any 
ex ilia scienlia, quod alias Confes- thing, or to omit anything, on ae- 
sarius non fecisset? Ad quod res- count of that knowledge, which 
pondotur ad aliquando esse contra : the Confessor could otherwise not 
sigillum, aliqnando noli esse. jhave done/ Jo which it is an 

; swered, It is sometimes con/rorg to 

; the seal, and sometimes NOT A 

Quandonain est contra ml lignin i Wnen is it contrary to the seal 
uti scicntia confessionis? ; to make use of the knowledge of 

! confession ? 

R. Quando sidAst periculnm, ne Answer. When it is attended with 
aliquid directe vcl indirecte revel©- dangers lest anything be revealed 
turde confessione persona? eognitm. directly o r indirectly respecting the 
Imo quamvis nullum tale periculum confession of a known person, 
apparel, neque etiam sciatur Con- Nay although no such danger ap 
fessarium uti scicntia confessionis, ; pears, and although it be not known 
si equidem illud cederet in grava- that the Confessor avails himself of 
men verum vel appreheusum pccrii- the knowledge of confession : yet. 


\p e at e told in Den 8, vol, f>, p. 219, an<l Liguori. vol. li, p. 27ti. n. tluit Iho ^enl vac 
; u >yr be broken; but hero we are informed it may be broken whenever a Confesaor pleases, Of 
iha.t il suits his purpose, provided generally that he does not do it in a way that wouldren* 
der confession odious. However, when any unpleasanti ess does arise from his making useot 


n. I960. 

Also, Dn Jardiu, Suarez, Antoine, and Sylvius say that a penitent can sometimes he com . 
rstt'KD to oonofwt a i.iCRNfi®* on othkp.wisb NOT DE All SOT A KD.— '.Xlcaa, vol. 6, p. 2.:*?. 
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leiitis vel complicis, ageretur contra [ if it might turn out to be. a real or 
sigillum, iu quantum confessio sic apprehended grievance to the pen- 
possetreddi odiosa: v, g. si Con- itent or his accomplice, it would be 
lessarius ox soia cognitione confes- acting contrary to the seal, ijias- 
sionis neget poenitenti vel complici much as confession would then hn 
testimonium inorum.— Deus, tom. G. rendered odious : for instance, if a 
lb 235. Confessor should from, the sole 

knowledge of confession deny a pen- 
itent or his accomplice a testimonial 

• 4 ^ 


4. Quaudo plures — v. gr. studios!, 


of morals.* — Venn, v. G, p. 235. 

4. When many persons — for ex- 


velaulicti, etc. tenentur lerre testi- ample, students, courtiers, are 
monium coufessionis, Confessarium hound to produce a testimonial of 

tpnen id dare, etiarn iis, qnos non ! having attended eonfeesion, the 

absolvit, docifc Coninck. clisp. G. Confessor is bound to give that. 
( * * h agundez et Djan. p. 3. tr. 15. even to those he does not absolve; 
r. 4-, turn ne id negando prodat First, lest by refusing he might 
anquo mpdo sigillum, ct pteuiten- betray in some manner the sea! and 
tpim; turn quia daudo non mentitur the- penitent. Secondly, because 
cum tantum tesfcetur ss confessum. by giving it lie does not lie, since 
veriirn Bonac. d. 5, q. G. p. 4, etjhc only boars testimony that he 
Caiclin. de Lugo, d. 23. s, 4, docent confessed. But Bonac, &c., teach 
raU sciicuam, negarc non esse con- that to deny a certificate to such, 
tra sigillum., Idomque concedit would not be an infringement of the 
Ayers, p. 18. s., 3, si . non contest seal.* And Avers concedes, the 
poemtentom .accessisse ad hune Con- same, if itbenot known that the pen- 
les^amim turn ,qiua nihil elicit, sec! j ifccnt approached to the Confessor . 
tantum. non. v approbat testi monio | First, because he says nothing, but 
positive confessionein, ad quod only does not prove the confession 
11 on> tenet nr, nee quidquarn tacit, bv positive testimony, to which he 
ex quo possint cognosei deiicta is not bound, neither docs ho do any 
fiocnitentis .; , turn quia alias via thing from which the sins of the 
apentiir fraudibus, ct multi improhi penitent couicl be known. Soc- 
parochos in pas eh ate deeiperent; o nelly, because otherwise a way 
turn quia potest esse consuetude I would be opened for frauds, and 
ut^erfbutur absolutum esse quod many wicked persons would tie- 
iaisuin;erit, si seribat, et si omittat, ceive the parish priest at Faster. 


i. . . V ~ w lA/uiiV'UU VVrtO-itU- 

•C^lto p.eccajon,, sic pal li anti suam solved, which will be false if he 
iuiqmtatany testimonium dare con- write it, and, if he omit, to do so. 
essionis; nequo confcssario iuipu- he will break the seal. Lastly, be- 
tandum ent, quod cum positive non ' cause it will be scandalous and un- 
<ieicndat. , 1 just to give a testimonial of coil- 

* - - fession to a public courtezan con- 

v t . • ' r tinuing in sin (as also to a couceald 

’ sinner, thus palliating his iniquity), 

• / • « • neither will it be imputed to the 

Masters ar.d magistrates read this, y,nd learn what value to set upon 
character from the prujst.'r . it i 8 Il0 t worth the piece of paper it is written upon. P ' v 


13 


m 


confessor that he did not postivcly 
defend him. • • ; v 

Probabilius est et communius, It is more probably and commonly 
quod, si in schedula scriptum sit held, that if in the parchment it be 
pcenitentum taotum esse confessum only written that the peniteut con- 
schedula sit eoncedenda; ut tenent fessed, that • testimonial may be 
Laymann dc PoeDit. cap. 14. n. 8 granted, as Laymann and many 
auctor de offic. Conf. apud Croix, others hold; because, to deny the 
q. 3. Sporer de Poenit. c. 7. n. 839, certificate would be the same as indi- 
ct Diana, quia negare schedulain, rcctly to reveal that he was not duly 
idem cssefc ac indivccte revelare cum confessed. And this is against Bo- 
non esse rite confessum. Et hoc cst nac., who says that it can be refused, 
contra Bonac. qui ait negandum esse and against Lugo, who, with Ilenr. 
et contra Lugo qui cum Ilenr. dicit says that it can be denied; because, 
posse negari, quia, licet confessarius although a Confessor cannot reveal 
non possit revelare peccatum, non a sin, however he is not bound to 
too etui 1 tamen testimonio positivo prove with positive testimony his 
illms confession cm approbarc. Sod confession. But to this heason 
bine rationi non. acquicsco ; quia, I do not give my acquiescence 
esto non teneatur cooperari approba- 1 because, although he is not bound to 
tioai illius confession is, tenetur tamen i co operate to the truth of that con- 
vitare indirectam rcvelationem, qua 1 , fossion, however, he is bound to 
negata schedula, vitari non potest : avoid au indirect disclosure, which. 
sccu3 vero, si confessarius in sche- if the certificate be denied, cannot 
dak deberet s crib ere poenitentem be avoided. • But otherwise, if the 
non solum esse confessum, sed c-tiain j Confessor ought to write in the 
absolutism ; quia, cum mendaeium parchment, that the penitent not 
.sit mtiinsice msilnm, nunquam pro- only confessed, but was absolved : 
ibrri potest, ut communiter docent \ because, since a lie is intrinsically 
l.).t>. JjUgo. d. 23. num. 87. Iioncagl. evil, it can never bo fold, as the 
Layrn. ii. cc. 8i tamen schedule doctors generally teach;- but if the 
epont jam typis editie, quibus asse- certificates bo now printed, in which 
ritur absolutio impertita. videtur pro- it is asserted that* absolution was 
habile (ut aliqui recenriorcs dicuut) given, it npoears probable (as some 

i. 3 * i" • t i . • * 1 . ^ . V 


rraai posse oonfesbis non absolutis. more ‘recent say), that they may be 
saltern t:.[ publico potant, quia tunc given to those who have confessed, 
confessarius nullum protert, aut j but who did not receive absolution! 
•icr : bet mondacium, sed tantum mu at least if they be sought publicly' 
veriaiem actum operctur, talem because then the Confessor tells or 
sehedulam tradendo. — Lie/, tom. 6. J writes no lie, but duly performs a 
a * b3i). ' material act in giving such a certifi- 


cate. — Lie/, v. 0, n. (>3J 


iierc follows a curious and most -ingenious disquisition as to whether 

priests, guilty of grave offences, can be removed from their offices: also 

whether the Communion can be denied to *un repentant sinners in certain 
circumstances. 

• Omnia base diligent ius suut dis-j All these things must be more 


u 


Affirm at Sambovius tom. 3. cau.s. ; remove lits subject from office. 8am 
18. Idque prius docuit divus Thomas bovius affirms that he can, which 
Quodlib. 5. qusest. 7. art. 13. inodo also the diviuc Thomas hath before 
ahsifc revelatio peecati, sic dioens ; Si taught, provided that there is uo dia 
ergo amotio subditi ab adininisfcratione closure of sin, thus saying, “If there - 
possit inducere ad manifestandum j fore, the removal of a subject from 
peceatum in eonfessione auditura, vel office can lead to the manifestation of 
;kd aliquant, probabilern suspicionem sin heard in confession, or to the 
habondam do ipso, nullo inodo prm entertaining of some probable sus- 
httus deberet removerc. Si vero per picion concerning him, by no means 
umotionem peceatum nullatcnus mani- should the prelate remove him. liut 
ibstaretur, tunc alia occasione accepta, if. by removal, in no way would the 
posset subditum ab admin istrationo sin be made known, then another- 
removerc, et deberet hoc facerc cum occasion being takcu, he can remove 
debita eautella.* lag. tom. h. n. (>56. the subject from office, and he ouoht 

TTT l i 1 1- • I . ■ , . . . . . ' O • 


Dnbitutur III. An (Joniessarius to do this witfi due caution . — Lfa. v. 
posset communionem denegare pceni- 0, n. 656. 

teoti, cui purius uegavit absolutionera It is doubted. III. Whether a. 


Canquam iudisposito, si lllc post lime Confessor can deny communion to a 
-fccculte communionem petafc. Jdnmu penitent to whom, as unfit, he had 
iSentcntui affirmafc. Sec mala tamen before refused absolution, if he, after 
vera sententia negat ; ct banc tenent these things, secretly ? seek com - 
Sanchez loo. cit. n. 5. Oardinalis do munion. The first opinion affirms 
Lugo (!• J5. n« 1J(>. Layman n c, 14 that he can. However, the second 
< 1 . 22. lionaciua p. 5. num. 17 .true opinion denies it; and this 
Sporer. num. 860. Mazzotta, c. ,1. | Sanchez and many others hold ; the 

*1; ^ atio » ( i u j a Julius modi denega- reason is. because such a denial of 
no sacramenti vel monitio confcs- the sacrament or admonition would 
.bio n cm redderct oniosam. non solum render confession odious, not only 

^ . i . < . .1 ibus, sed ! to penitents unlawfully seeking it’ 

otiam alns, .vui, si scirent quod con- but. also to others, who, if ^they 
rcssanus posset aliquando uti notitia knew that the Confessor could bv 
confession is, facile absterrerentur a ; any means use the knowledge ac- 
sacramento pomitentim. Iltec sen- quired in confession, would easily U 
tentia hodie omnino cst tenenda ex frightened away from the sacrament 
supra citato decreto Innocent XL oj penance. This opinion in the >;w- 
vjuo vetatur quilabet notitia^ conies- sent day should by all means be held 
uioni3 usus, ex quo sequatur quale- ; according to the above-mentioned 
eumque poenitentis gravamen. Vide j quoted degree of InnocentXL, who 
num. anteced. bL(>. fag. torn. <5, u. j forbids any use of the knowledge of 

confession, from which any loss what 
; soever would follow to the pentient. 
j — Tag. v. d, n 658. 

, instructs Confessors how to deceive invalids or the dyin^ 

chough Confessors are always supposed to be acting in the capacity of God U 


jugu v.on lessors are always suppose* 
Approbo tamen id quod dicit idem 


However, I approve that which 


it* " 1 M • 1 A ^*vfrvfVA, .x appiuvu timo WniC/2 

J- fJ' ‘ bld 1 S' c " m . dc the same Koncagl. says, That if 

lflt. u* . n. 16b. quod si pcemtens an indisposed penitent threaten a 
mdispositus mmitetur Confessario ob Confessor on account of absolution 
negatam absolutionem, bene poterit. I denied, the Confessor can justly fly 


15 


'onfessarius ab illo aufugere, et non • from him, aud not return, because, 
redire, quia tunc iliac mime nou sunt j in that case, those threats are not a 


peceatum manifestafcium ad absolu- sin made known for the purpose of 
rinnem obtincudam, sed peecstum in obtaining absolution, but a sin com- 

vtv/a* - • mi • . _ i ■ / • • _ *f» . .1 • i k 


permittitur Contessano, si iugienuo | only auoweu w « n, 

non iugcrat aliis suspiciouem negatac flying, he docs not give to others 
absolutfonis ; quod si cam iugereret, | the suspicion of a denied absolution ; 
posset re'citarc aliquam orationem, because if he would give that, he 
non jam intendendo deceptionem can recite some speech, not iutend- 
poenitentis. sed solam liberationem ing to deceive the penitent, but only 
ab ilia vexatioue, quamvia pocnitens j to obtain freedom from that trouble. 


THAT 


sc decipiat credcns illam orationem although the penitent may de- 
esse formam absolutionis. Vide get ye himself, believing that 
dicta de Sacram. 1. 6. n. 30. v. E declaration to be the form of 
converso. — fj'ig. tom. (>, u. 05$. j absoltj won. voh b, n. 6«i.I. 

Quando nam licitum est uti scien- j When is it lawful for the Con- 
tia in eonfesssone acquista ‘1 lessor to make use of the knowledge 

acquired in confession ? 

U. Quando peccator nullo modo Answer, Wheu the sinner is by 
manifestatur. nullum quoque grava i uo means discovered, also when no 
men ei aut altcri generatur, nihil grievance is occasioned to him or to 
denique intervenit quod odiosam another; in line, when nothing in- 
reddit confessioneui. — Dens, tom. 6, tervenex to render confession odious . — 

p. 238. j Dens, v. (>, p. 238. 




ON MIXED MARRIAGES. 

An autein conditio educandi pro- But is the condition of educating 
lem in hmresi, v. g. ut fllii setjuan- the offspring in heresy repugnant to 
tur patrem haereticum in sua sccta, the substance of matrimony, namely, 
ct filial matrem Cafcholicam, repug that the sons may follow their here- 


. net substantiae matrimonii 

R. Obscrvafe .Daelman quod si 


tical father in his sect, and the 
daughters their Catholic mother 1“ 
Am. Daelman observes, that il 


pars Catholica sub tali conditione the Catholic party entering matri- 
iniens matrimonium, directe inten- iuony under such condition directly 
derefc educationcm prolis in lueresi, intended the education of her oft- 
invalidum foret matrimonium : undo : spring in heresy, the marriage would 
supponitur, inquit, quod duntaxat se be invalid ;+ whence it is supposed, 
obliget quod talem educationcm non he says, that she only obliges herself 
sit impeditura. not to prevent such education. 

J 

After giving the opinions of other divines. Dens proceeds as follows : 

Irrita interim est liujusmodi sti- ? Iu the meantime, this kind of 
pulatio cum repugnet obligationi stipulation is null, since it is repug 
parentum; et licet aliqui conentur riant to the obligation of parents, 

*'* This is a very nlvc distiuctien indoed. 

f And thus they tnako b»«tards of the offspring of all mixed marriages. 




n 


XfJ 

«ide pactum- -cxcusare dum 1 pars and 'although some endeavor “to 

tathohea tantinn so obhgat ad per- excuse such compact, whilst the ’Ca- 
mittcndnm talem education™ ex tholio party only obliges herself to 
^ausa vitandi niajoris malt in com- 1 permit such education, for the sake 

nern' - r p a *' 10iei et Imireticf of avoiding greater evil in a com- 
permixti vtvunt : attaiaen diecudUm munity where Catholics and heretics 

fcraenman, et Keiffcn- live mingled together: however, wc 

™ on/ e r 'v ? mUm , oum e *‘ j uiust say with PoDtius, &c., thu t such 
E,‘“ tacito pacto, vel sub con- marriage, with express or tacit com- 

”‘T°’ ut vel o®ncs vel aliqum . pact, or- under ' the condition “that 

toi ’ A n [® sculi ®. educentur in' 'either all, or any or the children 

."“P* « for instance; the males he educated 
ubique esse llhcitum, iniqmssitnum m the sect of their heretical father ” 
ct gtaititer peccammosum contra I is always and everywhere un- 
natural nmparen turn obligationem; lawful, most iniquitous and m-iev- 

cam V-Stemn, q„Wis pweneam tenfei | obligation of parents, and • “ 
VT* t Wnta ,?* Pt0h ! i0 i the (!ivin0 h * ecclesiastical "law - 

potest pacto sc obligarc quo permit- 1 cated in the true ® Zatt 
damnabili. ' ' ihU •! " ' V . sa,vatt «« > 

i ... t . / I thexeioic sho 13 bound by no obliga. 

• -v> • ... | the education o‘f her 

vr A . . . . . , ; offspring in A damnable sect.*' “ 

auctudo pa km in piuribu'i louVcx^! ' " i i ° P ° nIy 

cx^tftnte^* n,n, iOO^,cxib»4Dg in several places make 

. * *‘ u ;‘ i >lctutn tl0C: esti against this; for this eo'mni^ U 

contra j m divmuo, , bpntra .^yi I a^t mi* kw. *hi& 

: °^tz::\r rrst t u « 

' ’ Nota quod sf Oathalieus^ scienter •' 5 ’ • . 

corttranat biatriUionium cam parte • conflict Tv*«j. r : a<r|i ] f * 0 

hcErctiefl ' : nnn ., • r uu wiiia^e i-atn «, heretic, lie 

icemica, non po^Sit ex co centre se ; oanndt ou'to'hc.id Repcrrto liirnself 

iuri-' i»vAj«a ^ ^ bccattsc ho bas renounced • 

i ic cl P^ tutuen ms i J the right of divorce - ex^onf- 1 >i^w 

xia?rc(icus ccinvcrsioncm guam pro-i^vpr mi ir«- tWn V * ^ ^ J i V' V 
T/nfcr^nh ■ itra/i ( . . k 1 '' v, - r ? wh less tno heretic promised her 

tn^ct, liec fttaret promissis : item 1 eon Version *vnA i. 


mt.one cnm/bmm.ca -Dens, tom. 7 , | gerf of ioiing the faith' by cOhabitim- 

P 'Siuiilitor SuUcheX cxistimat in I Wl 

cum hJre«/a reLrf • S ,. 0 ? thohcfc ! 0 P'“ io ». when a Oatholio Com. 
um hsaiaica lopemi mal, tmm con-imits fornication, with. a heretic, there 

• 

into in Canon to intro, l„cM 

Uvnxh. up * K.™, 


Hike warning in time. 


bustard: 


tlm* th-c, mske 

o k ' 


p 
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tra religionem : ijuia, quamvis vali- 
<lum • sit matrimonium cum parte 
Inpretica, per sc tame n est ilicitum, 
et deducus religionis, item op peri- 
<»ulum perversionis, education is pro- 
lis in hieresi, qure rat. ion es militant 
edam in copula fornicaria. — liens, 
tom. 7. p* 106, 7. 


is found in the act, a malice against 
religion ; because, although . the 

O 7 • : • * 7 Vf , 

marriage. of a (/atholi.c with a heretic 
is valid, it is, however, in itself in— 

? 7 

valid, and a disgrace to religion, as 
also on account of the danger of 
perversiou, aud of educating the off- 
spring in heresy, which REASONS 

MILITATE EVEN IN rORMCAIUOIJS* 

copulation. — Dens, v. 7. p. 196, 7. 


LIGHOIU TKAOHKS THAT IT IS LAWFUL TO CONCH A L Oil 

DISSEMBLE THE FAITH. 

In his Second Book. Treatise First, he treats of the mysteries and obli- 
gation of faith; — in Chapter Third, he goes on to treat of concealing, dis- 
sembling, and even denying the faith. 

It. is asked, whether it is lawful to deny the faith, or to profess a false 
one? He answers: • ; . • •*• • 

14 Resp. Nullo ease licet, sive ' *‘ In no case is it lawful, whether 

voce, sive alio signo fiat, dicente ! it be done by voice or any other 
Ohristo . Qui net/u t:er / 1 nut nonmi sign, Christ having said, ‘ He wlm 
hominibuxy etc. Interim vero. etsi , hath denied me before men,’ Ac. In 
licitum nou est meutiri. seu simulare ' the meanwhile, indeed, though it is 

r> 

quod non est, licet tamen dissimularo not lawful to lie, or to feign what is 
quod est. »ive tegerc veritatem uot, HOWEVEIl, IT IS LAW- 

verbis. aliis vel sigote ambiguis et in- 1 FED TO DISSEMBLE WHAT 
difterentibus. ob justam causain. et IS, OR TO COVER THE TRI.’TH 
cum non est neeessitas fatendi. Est WITH WORDS, or other AMBICSTJ- 
<5onnn. S. Thom. Kon. dis. 15. dub. OUS and DOUBTFUL signs, for n 
2 d. 9. Invm. 1. 2. t. i c. 11. ’’ just causk. and when (here is not a 

* I ' , ' 

; necessity of confessing.” 

“ Qui rogatus seu privata seu | 44 He who, being asked either by 

publica auctoritate vel tacct. vel private or public authority, is silent, 
respoudet obscure, vel ait se nolle i nr answers obscurely, or says that 
respondere ; $e jure non vogari, non he docs not wish to answer — that he is 
teneri sc nee velle aliis dieerc quid not justly interrogated — that he is 
ipse credat, ac simili modo tergiver- not bound, nor docs he wish to speak 
satur, uon videtur negare Jidem, sed j to others what ho himself may 
nolle prodere. Undo, si sic possit | believe, and in like manner tergiv- 
molesta xnquisiiorie liberari, licet, ; ersates, does uot appear to deny 
ut habet Kon I. c. generutim enim ; the faith, but is unwilling to be- 
verum non est, quod interrogatus ab tray it. Whence, if thus he may 

auctoritate publica tcucatur positive be able to deliver himself from a 

fide m protiteri, nisi quando id neees- troublesome investigation. IT IS 

* w 

y His holy horror of heresy carries him so far as to pronounce it more, sinful to commit 
tormcatiou with a Protestant than with a Roman Catholic girl. No doubt these HWiurs 
speak from experience ! 

B 
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sarium est, ne pnuscutibus videatur LAWFUL/ ; for, generally it is not 

fiaem uegasse.” Ivon. d. 15 dub. true that he who is interrogated 
2. Navarr. Azor. Sanch. Bee. c. 9. by public authority is positively 
quaest. 4. (Hac do vide propos. 8. bound to profess the faith * uuless i 
inter damnatas ab Innocent XI.) . , | when that is necessary, lest he may 

, \ appear to those present to deny the 
faiths • 

He now considers the case of a Romanist not asked concerning his faith 

“Cum non rogaris de fide, non “When you are not asked con- 
solum licet, sed stupe melius est ad ' cerning the faith, not only is it 
Die hooorera, et utilitatcm proximi, lawful, but, often more conducive to 
tegere fidem quam fateri ; ut si latens the glory of God and the utility of 
inter hnereticos plus bom facias ; vei your neighbors to cover the faith 
si ex confessione plus mah sequeretur, than to confess it: for example IF 
verbi gratia, turbatio, neces, exacer- CONCEALED AMONG HERE 
batio tyranni periculam defectionis,, TICS you may accomplish a greater 
•si torquerens. Unde temeranum amount of good: or if from the 
plerumque est offer ro se ultro. S. confession of the faith more of evil 
Th. oanch. Laym. c. II, n, 2. would follow-— for example, <_ r reat 

j trouble, death, the hostility of a 
! tyrant, the peril of defection, if you 
should be tortured : wheuce it is often 
rash to offer one’s self willingly/' 

• • * 

Observe liow Popery adapts itself so as to bamboozle the people of every 
country, viz. : Z 1 K v ■/ 

k / I “ Germania and ire condones I “ In German r,t to hear the ser- 
*‘ e |‘ COrum ’ ^educere . ,utms > «*• "ions of heretics— to attend at a 
t*rc baptismo pro_ patrino non ha- funeral— to act as sponsor for a 
bentur signa profess. va fidei, vel child in baptism, are not esteemed 

er” m FUliuc TL h TT7 SigDS 0f - P rofcssi "g thc AM, or of 

llnde seelusis alus, v . gr. soandalo, of heretics. Whence, other things 

kI?.!! 1 ?, 116 ’ etC ' 81 es J ustH I »P«rt,vk., scandal, peril, prohibition, 


causa fiant, licent. 


Ac., if they may be done for a good 

CAUSE, THEY ARE LAWFUL.” 


ON equivocation in general. 


in J L f “1 ‘ Su ^ ec 4 t ? f ? ath /. thls approved Saint (Liguori) asks, 

the fourth question, if it is lawful to use equivocation in an. oath. 

equivocation^ SaymS ’ thafc thei ' e ar0 two g eQer al reasons for swearing with 

Eirst, for a juet cause. ' 

Secondly, without a just cause. 


mv ttV? * a ^ S ' sha11 Jn e before men, him will I also deny WW 

s wt h ” And how <u<1 Paui whw u «* --wifjSs; 

t Mark! in Germany these are not sins, but elsewhere they are. 
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In Number 151, he first quotes the opinion of Sauchez and others, and 
afterwards gives bis own views. 


“Resp. Jurare cum axjuivoea 


To swear with equivocation, whea- 


tione' quandojusta causa est, et ipsa there is a just cause, and equivoca- 
sequivocatio licet, non est malum: tiou itself is lawful, is not evil;, 
quia ubi est jus occultandi veritatem, because, where tliere is a just cause 
et oceultatur sine mendacio, nulla for concealing the truth, and it is 
irreverentia fit juramento. Quod concealed without a lie, no detriment 
si sine justa causa fiat, non crit : s done to an oath ; but if it is dune- 
quidem perjurium cum saltern se-! without a just cause, it will not in- 
cundum alivuem sensum verborum, | deed be a perjury; since, according 
vel restrictionem mcntalem verum j to one sense of t lie word, or mental 
juret: erit tamen ex genere sno | restriction, he swears true ; bow ver, 
mortalc contra religionem, cum sit jit will be, of its own n \ . a 

gravis irreventia, ad a Iter uni in re , mortal sin against, rei 7-101.. it 

gravi decipiendum, usurpare jura- i will bo a great irreverent ke 

mcntuin. Ita eommuniter DD. ’ an oath to deceive another m a - ve 
Sanch. lib. 3. cap. 6. Bon. p. 12, matter.” 

Laym . cap. 13.” ;j 

We shall now submit the “First Principles of Equivocation by (Saint?) 1 
Liguori; and then proceed to give a few cases (by way of illustration) as we 

find them stated by the 8aint himself. 

First, to swear with equivocation for a just cause, is, ho says, undoubtedly 

lawful. 

u Ad majorem claritatem pro hie j “For the clearer unutnst.itiding of 

dictis ; et dicendis in r.ae materia | what is said here, and to he said in 


ve 


A )) 


tam difScilij phira sunt distinguenda. | this very difficult question. uvn\\ dis- 
Prirno loco distinguendum. aliam tinctions are ncenssaiy. In the first 


esse mnjrft- ihologia m , sive equivoca place, we are to distinguish, Gnr * ne 
tionem ; aliam rextrictio'iwni ''men- is k double speaking, or < qn= 0 • -f on, 
tulem. and the other is inenito resMi« *ion 

i (or reservation). 

tvipliei mode esse “Double speaking «v»n i* us<*c in- 


“Amphiboiogia tvipliei mode esse 


potest. I. Quando verburn liabet a three-told mo»--r: :. - a 

duplicem sensum, prout. voio sig word has a dcuhw ? se . *« r ex-;o i 
nificat velle, et volare. II. Quando vo/o signifies ro wu-h. ?•*; ; > Hv. 


H II V , I O 


sermo duplicem sensum principaleui 11. When an expr-s-n * h 
habet, v. gr. Hie liber eat Petri; principal meaning, as/1 . r 
significare potest quod Petrus sit book, can signify eitb« r 
libri doniinus, aut sit libvi auctor. is the owner, or tbs* <<> i 
III. Quando verba babent duplicem book. ill. Whm ^ 
sensum, imum magis eommunem, double sense, one more ? 0 
aliutn minus, vel unum literalem, ! other less common. 01 o'.f 
alium spiritualem, ut verba ilia quae j the other spiritual, n* m-- 
dixit Ohristus de Baptista : Tpse est which Christ spake <>; 
Elias, Et Baptista dixit : Ego non ‘Ho is Elias/ and the • 
mm Elias. ‘1 am not Elias/ ” 

“His positis, eertem est et com- These things ilk in 


• * 


r * v » 

t bo 


be 

d 

I 


iB- 


Irreverence ^ — That is, it would as well to avoid it; but, if bard pivs 
at a trifte. 


u-k* 
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mime apud omces, quod ex justa ! lished, it is a certain and a com- 
causa licitum sit uti sequivocatione mon opinion amongst all divines 
modis expositis, et earn juramento that, eor a just cause. IT IS 
firmare; Ita Less. I. * 2; c. 41. n. 47. LAWFUL TO USE EQUIVOCA- 
Card. diss. 19. n. 35. Salm. tr. 17* TIOJST in the propounded modes, 
dc Juram. cap. 2. n. 115. ex *S. AND TO CONFIRM IT Vequi- 
Hieron. c. 22. q. 2. qui dicet, iltikm vocation) ‘WITH AN OATH. 


tjieron. c. 22. q. 2. qui dicet, iltikm vocation) WITH AN OATH. 

dmulatumem, et in tempore asm- Thus Less, and many others say, 
mendam; quod explicate S. Th. 2. 2. That simulation is useful, and on an 


tnendam; quod ex pi leans S. Th. 2. 2. That simulation is useful, and on an 
q. 111. art. 1. ad 2. ait; 8. Ilicvony- occasion ; ? to be used ; which St. 
mm ufcitur largo nomine Simula. Thomas' explaning. says, that St. 
t ion is pro quacumque tictione. Ratio, Jerome uses the comprehensive term 
quia tunc non decipimus proximum,-, of simulation for any sort of feigri- 
sed ex justa causa permittimus ut j iog. The reason is, because, on the 
ipse . dccipiatur ; ex alia parte non j one hand wc do not deceive a ueieh* 

^ * * . 1 • t • / I % m -i . . V _ . W 


fceneumr ad mentem aliorum loqui, bor, but - permit hiai to be deceived 
si justa causa subsit. Justa autem for > good cause : on the other hand, 
causa esse potest quicumque finis we ‘are not bound to speak so that 
honestus ad servanda bona spiritui, others may understand us, if a just 
vel corpori utilia.” Sahn. ibid. n. 109. cause exists. Rut, a just cause is 
cum \ ftl • San oh. pout, et Lcand. auy.hpnesfc end. in. order to preserve 

. : S : good things^ for the spirit, or useful 
things for the body.” b .. . 

2nd. To. swear with equivocation, without a just cause, is, he says, 'only a 

venial sin. * . . V' • 

¥ 

. “Ratio hujus probabilioris senten- ! “The reason of this more probable 
tiic est, quia iu hujusmodi juramento opinion is, because in such an Oath, 
jam adsunt vevitas et justitia : deficit already truth and justice are present 
tan turn judicium sive discretio, cujus only judgment or discretion is want- 
deficientia non ert uisi vcDialis. Nec ing, which' deficiency is only venial; 
obstat quod ait Viva, scilicet, quod neither does what Viva says afford 
taUter jurans excrcite invocat Deum any obstacle to this opinion, namely, 
ad testificandum falsum, uam reipsa that a persou swearing in such a 
invocat ad testificandum veruin, juxta manner invokes God to witness a 
suum seusum, quamvis perm it tit ex falsehood, for he in very deed invokes 
justa causa, ut alter ex sua incuria, God to witness what is true accord* 
vel inadvertentia decipiatur.” J i D g to his own sense, ' although v lie 

permits, for a just cause, that another 
either through want of care or inad* 
vertency should be deceived.” :V 

We now proceed to instances of equivocation and mental restriction, by 
way of illustration ; . ' ‘ • ; W >v 


non 


“II. Reus, aut testis, a judiee. “The accused, or a witness not 
u legitime interrogatus, potest > properly interrogated, can swear that 

^ ^ ^ M A « * * • 1 1 * a. 'a. * 


jurare so n esc ire Crimea quod revera | he does not know a crime. ;wbich iu 
scit ; subintelligendo neseire crimen reality he does know,, by . understand- 

I % 

^ Oaths ju-c never administered except to assist us in obtaining or “preserving good 
tiling* /’ tlicrcforc “a just cume exists” on alt occasions when an oath is required, iiigo, 
whenever wc lrjve occasion to take an oath, wfe need not hesitate about perjury, but may 
practice a tittle of what is technically phrased “haul swearing” 






I 
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da quo legitim* possit inquiri , vel iog that he does not know the crime- 
nescirc ad drponmdum. concerning which legitimately he can 

« be inquired of, or that he does not 
• know it so as to give evidence con- 


cerning it. . 


When the crime is altogether concealed, the witness i»s bound to say that 
the accused did not commit it. ' • 

Idem, si testis ex alio capite non | “ The same is true if a witness on 

teneatnr dcpoucre ; nempo si ipsi another ground is not bound to de- 
constet crimen caruisse culpa, ut’pose; for instance, if the crime 
♦Sahn, d, c. 2. a. 259. etEIbeln. 145. appears to himself to be free from 
V el si sciafc crimen, sed sub secreto, blame, or. if he knows a crime which 
cum nulla praiceescrit infamta, ut he is bound to keep secret, when no 
Card. ibid. n. 51.” scandal may have gone abroad.” 

“ Reus tameu, vel testis, vel legi- u However, the accused, or wit- 

« l 4 a ■ ^ * . * 


Kst communis SaJm. c. 2. n. 146. der obedience to the just command 
cum Sot. Less. Sauch, etc. cum Bus of his superior. This opinion is 
n. 2; et idem dicendum de jura- common to Sal in. and others; and 
men to iu contractibus oncrosis, quia the same is to be said concerning an 
alias injuria aJteri irrogaretur, Saltn. oath in important contracts ; because, 
ibid. Kxeipe in judicio, si crimen if it. were not so. another would suifer 
fuerit omaio occultum ; tune enim injury (Salm, ibid)* Except hew- 
potest. imo tonetur testis diceve ever, in a trial, where the crime is 
reum non comtnisisse. Tamb. c. 4. altogether concealed. For then he 
^2. n. 4, cum Card, ct Pot. ut. sup. 1 ban, vea, the .witness is round to 

r X • t • 4 ■ V; ’ . * 1 

J^t idem potest reus, si nou adcst SAY, that the accused did not commit 

semiplena probatio, etc. Tamb. § 3. the . crime. And the same course 

/ % 4 ♦ 

n. 2. cum com mum ; quia tunc judex the accused can adopt, if the exami» 
non legitime in terrognt.” nation is not complete, because then 

the .Judge docs not legitinnUelv in- 

l - sP V 


terroeate. 


lie how Leaches that a false witness, and a man who in making a contract 
deceives another, by a wearing equivocally,, may be absolved, and that neither 
is guilty of perjury, ... • . 

“Sed qmuritur hie 1. an, si tails j -“.But here it is inquired, 1. If 
reus, vel contrahens, qui oequivoce | such an accused person, or one who, 
jurando decepit, possit absolvi nisi, j making a contract, deceives by 
veritatem manifestet Negant aliqui swearing with equivocation, may be 
non improbabi liter ; sed probabilius absolved unless he makes known 
affirmant Sunch. Dec. 1.2. c. 7. In. the truth '( Some not improbably 
S. et Salm. e. 2. n. 147. cum Phi- answer iu the negative, but more 
It arch, quia tali juramento ^quod PRobabj.v Saneli. and Salm. with 
perjurium nequir, dici) non peeeavit ! PMliareh. hay that iie can be 
contra justitiam commutaUvam, sed absolved, because in such an oath 
contra legalcm. et obedient iam jndici ; (w-incri cannot be called a per- 

debifeam, cujus praeceptum detegendac k jury ) he has not sinned against 
veritat'B transiens cst, duratqne so- ! eomtnunative justice, but against 
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him dam judux interrogate. Idem 1 legal justice, and due obedience to 
quo dicet Sanck. ibid, de teste men- a J udge whose command of unfold- 
tiente. Et kleo uterque absoivi ing the truth is transient, and only 


potest, quin veri totem revel et. 


“Qusoritur 2. An reus legitime 


lasts wh ile the Jud go i nterrogates . 
And the same thing Sanchez says in * 
the same book concerning a lying 
witness. And, therefore, each of 
them can be absolved, but ho should 

reveal the truth.” 

“It is asked, 2. Whether the ac- 


interrogatus possit negarc crimen cased, legitimately interrogated, 
etiam cum jtiraincnfco, si grave can deny a crime, even with an 
damnum ex confessione ipsi ivnmi ’ oath, . if the confession ot the 
neat .?** crime would be attended with great 

disadvantage ? ” 

“Ne<> - at Elbel n.44. cum D. Th. “Elbel denies that he can, with 


neat ? 


“Negat Elbel n.44. cum I). Th. “Elbel denies that he can, with 
d.art. lT ad. 2. et quidem probabilius, S. Tli. d. art. 1. ad 2., and indeed 
quia reus tcnctur tunc pro communi more probably, because the accused 
bono damnum illucl subire. Sod is then bound for the general good 
satis probabiliter Lugo de Just. d. to undergo the loss. But sulfi- 
40. n. 15. Tamb. lib. 3. c. 4. § 3. ciently probable, Lugo do Just. d. 
n. 5. cum Sanch. Viva q. 7. art. 4. 40. n. 15. Tamb. lib. 3. c. 4. §. 3. n. 
n. 2- Sporcr do Pr<Bc. c. 1. uura. 13. 5. cum Sanch. Viva. q. 7. art. 4- n. 


item Elbe l diet. num. 144. Card, in ! 2. with many others, say, that the 
Propt. Inn oc. XI. diss. 19. num. 78. accused, if in danger of death, or 
cum Nav. Less. Sa. et Fill, et aliis the prison, or perpetual exile — the 
pluribus dicunt, posse reum, si sibi loss of all property, the danger of 
imniinoat poena mortis, vel carceris, the gallows, and such like — can 
aut exilit perpetni, amissionis om- deny the crime even with an oath 
nium bonorum,trirem)um,et similia, (at least without great sin) by mider- 
negarecimon. cum juramento | standing that lie did not commit it 


f saltern sine i^cato gravi), sub- so that he is bound to confess it, 
mtelligchdo non commistsse qua- only let there be a hope of avoid- 
temtst tenmio illud /atari, nnxlo ing the punishment. The reason 
sit spes vitandi pcenam : ratio, quia is, because human law cannot lay 
lex hum ana non potest sub gravi men under so great an obligation 
obligare homines cum tanto'onere. with so severe a penalty. And Elbe! 
Additquo Elbcl, hanc sen ten ti am adds, that this opinion, although less 
licet minus probabililem insinuan- probable, should be suggested to 
•dam t&men esse reiset confessariis, the accused and confessors, that 
ut liberentur illi a culpa gravi, in they may be delivered from great 
qnam facillime inciderent si ad con- blame,* into which they would eas- 
fessionem cri minis obstringentur.” ily fall if they should be bound to 
Vid. dicenda 1 4. n. 274. *" the confession of the crime.” 

Passing over a few unimportant matters, we come to something 
short and sweet ** 

“ Qui juravit sc servatmum se- 1 “Tie who hath sworn that he 
eretum, non peccat contra juramen- would keep a secret, does not sin 
turn illud detegendo, quando non against the oath by revealing that 

* This caution is evidently intended to scrcon the Confessor from the consequences of 
his complicity. 
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potest illud celari absque gravi suo j secret, when he canuot conceal it 
vel alterius danmo, quia ipsa pro- without great loss to himself, or to 
missio secrcti non videtur obligare, another, because the prom he of ae- 
nisi hac conditione, si non noceat. crecy does not appear to bind, unless 

under this condition, if it does not 

iujurc me. 

r‘ { Qui juravit judici se dicta rum “He who hath SWORN TO a 
qua? novit, non tenetur revelare judge that iie would speak 
occulta. Katie patet.” Less. Eonac. WHAT he knew is not bound to 

Trull, loc. cit. REVEAL CONCEALED THINGS. TlIK 

REASON IS MANIFEST 1 ! 1” 

, 

Thus we see, while Home weakens the obligations of all oaths, to serve her 

J W 9 

own purposes, she can render them stringent in the accomplishment of sin. 


“Par iter Less. c. 52. num. 48. 
cum Alex. Kart. etc. qui eligendusest 
in offieium, interrogatus an habeat 
aiiquod impedimentum, potest ne- 
garc, si revera illud non sit tale quod 
imped iat.” 

8ed quauitur I, An creditor ex 
instrumento possit asserere cum 
juramento nihil sibi solatium si re- 
vera sit pars solufca, sed ipse ex alio 
capite habeat ereditum, quod pro- 
bare non possit. Itcsponda ur posse, 
dummodo non juret earn quantita- 
tem sibi deberi ex ilio instrumento, 
ne aliis creditoribus anterioribus 
damnum inferatur. It a Salm. e. 2. 
n. 143. eum Sanch. Pal. Leand. etc. 


“In the s^uie manner, he who is 
chosen to fill an office, being inter- 
rogated whether he has any imped- 
iment, can deny that he has imped- 
iment, if that is not such as may 
impede.”* 

: “But it is asked, 1. Whether a 
creditor can assert by a deed, with 
an oath, that nothing was paid to 
him, though, a part was paid, but he 
may have credit on another account 
which he may not be able to prove ? 
Wo answer that he can, only he can- 
not swear that that quantity was due 
to him on that deed, lost other for- 
mer creditors might incur loss.” 
Sahn., with many others. 


Our Saint now proceeds to offer a few practical suggestions on Domestic 
Virtue, viz : — 1, How women may commit adultery with impunity: And 
2. How they may afterwards deceive their husbands. 


“Qmeritur 2. An adultera possit 
negnre aduiterium viro, in tell] gens 
ut illi revelet? Potest a>quivocc 
asserere se non fregisse matriino- 
nium, quod vere persistit. Et si 
aduiterium sacramentaliter eonfessa 
sit, potest respondere : Innocens 
sum ab hoc crimine, quia per con- 
fessiouem est jam ablatum. Ita 
Card. diss. 11). n. 54. Quia tame it 
hie advertit, quod nequeat id affir- 


“Tfc is asked, 2. Whether an adul- 
teress can deny adultery to her hus- 
band, understanding that she may 
reveal it to him l She is able to 
assert equivocally, that she did not 
break the bond of matrimony, which 
truly remains ; and if sacramentally 
she confessed adultery, she can an- 
swer. I AM INNOCENT OF THIS CRIME. 

BECAUSE BY CONFESSION 
IT WAS TAKEN AWAY. Card., 


■ Thus Romiin Catholic tutors and governesses may dony (hair religion, because that 
does not “impede*' them from bcinjj qu.olipcd to teach. In this maimer they havo many in- 
sidious opportunities of poisoning the minds of Frotestant pupils committed to their eare. 
Parents, beware of this! ! 
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mare cum juramento, quiaadassereu- : 
dum atiquid, sufficit probabilitas fac- 
ti ; . Fed ad jurandum requirtur cer- 
titudo. Scd respondetur, quod acl 
jurandum sufficit certitudo moralis, 
ut diximus supra, dub. 3. n. 347, 
cum 8alm. o. 2. mini. 44. Less. 

i • * i 1 

batteh. Suar. Pal. et commuui. Qu;e 
certitude moral is remissionia peccati 
potest q tii deni haberi, qrnuido quis 
beue moral iter dispo situs receipt 
poenitentim sacramentum.” 

On the same subject- he says : 

4| * Ad quaisitum vero dicunt 8alm. 
n. .144: cum Soto, non posse femi- 
nam adultemim nogare, quia esset 
pura rofetrictio mentalis ; Card ta- 
men n. 60.' admittit in pericuto 
mortis licerc uti metaphoia. quai | 
communis est in Scrip, ubi ad ni- 
ter ium sumitur pro idolatria, ut 
< ; x Ezeeh. xxiii. 37. Quia adul- 
terates mul ..... ct cum idol is for- 
nicated aunt. Into, si crimen sit vero \ 
occul tem, probabiliter, cum Bus. 
infra, art. 4, et Less. Trull, ibid, ac 
Sand., lib. 3. lice. cap. 2. n. 42, i 
cum Sot. Sayr. et Arag. potest j 
mulier negare cum juramento, et di- I 
cere ; Non. com min ; codem modo j 
quo reus potest dicare judici non | 
legitime mtciTogfinti, Crimtn non- ! 
commin\ j ntelligendo sc non com-j 
misisse ita, ut tcncainr ei manifes-! 
tare ; ut Tamburin. ex comm. c. 4. 
ii 0, n.il et 2. Et Viva q. 7. nr!. -I. ! 
ii. 2.” 


however, here remarks, that she can- 
not affirm it with an oath, because in 
asserting anything the probability 
of a deed suffices, but in swearing 
certainty is required. To this it is 
replied, that in swearing mor^l 

CERTAINTY SUFFICES, l&* WC said 

• • # • . 

above, which moral certainty of the 
remission of sin can indeed be had, 
when any, morally well disposed, re- 
ceives the sacrament of penance.” 


44 lu answer to inquiry, Salm. n. 
144, with Soto, say that a woman 
cannot deny adultery, because it 
would be purely mental restriction ; 
Cardenas, however, n. GO, admits 
that, when in danger of death, it is 
lawful to use a metaphor* which 
is common in Scripture, where adul- 
tery is taken for idolatry, as in Ezek. 
xxiii, 37, because they committed 
adultery, and were guilty of forni- 
cation with idols. Yea, if the crime 
may truly be concealed, probably 
with Bus. &c., a woman can deny 
with an oath, and say, I did not 
commit the crime ; in the same way 

< f V 

that the accused can say to his 

V 

judge, not legitimately interroga- 
ting, I did not commit, the crime, 
understanding that he did not so 
commit it, that lie is bound to mani- 
fest it to him, as Tambumi,” &c. 


In connection with this subject, he adds the question : 


"Qincritur 1, An adult era tenc- 
atur se pro dor e, si sciat proiem non 
esse legit imam, ad evitandum detri- 

mentum lnariti, et fiUornm legiti- 

- 

morum. Affirmant Adrian. Pallid, 
etc., apud Croix 1. 3. p. 1. n. 332. 
Scd negant Solus, Major, et alii ib. 
nisi ingens sit damnum, nempe 
regni, principatus, et simile. Alii 


Whether an adulteress be bound 
to betray herself, if she know' that 

V * 

her offspring is not legitimate, for 
the sake of avoiding detriment to her 
husband and legitimaie children ( 
Adrian, &c., affirm that she is ; but 
Sotus and others deny that she is. 

W 

unless there be great injury, for 
example, to the kingdom, princi- 


* What aw<WU,y ! ! JliU ai.y one over hear of «uch a metaphor? 
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aero, ut Cajetan. Less. Scotus, Vasq. 
Med, Rice. etc. apud Lugo d. 13. 
n. 45. negant ullo casu teneri matrem 
se in fa marc ; et. probant ex Cap. 
Officii 0. de Toen. ct llcm. ubi 
dicitur : Mulicri quai ignorante 

marito de adulterio, proiem suscipit, 
quamvis id viro suo timeat eorifiteri, 
non cst comm uniter pmnitentia denc- 
ganda. ’* — Yid. Carden, &e. 


pal tty, and the like. But others, as 
Cajetan, Less., Scotus, &e., deny 
that iu any case a mother is bound 
to make known her guilt, and they 
prove their views from Cap. Officii 
0, de Poen. et Rera., whore it is 
said ; To the woman who, the hus- 
band being ignorant of the adultery, 
receives offspring, although she may 
fear to confess that to her own hus- 
band, penance is not to be refused.” 


TTe now goes on to recommend the safest and most systematic means of 
encouraging profligacy. The reader will observe, that we are still quoting 


irom our old friend, the immaculate Saint of 1831). 


*' Sic pari ter si quis fuerit coactus 44 Thus, likewise, if anyone may 
ad matrimonium potest judici as- have been forced into matrimony, 
severe etiam cum juramento, se non. he can assert to a Judge, even 
rtmtraxmv soil, liberty ut par ornt ; with an oath, that he did not eon- 
Tol. lib. 4. c. 21. Laym. c. 14. tract, marriage, to wit, freely, as it 
n. 8. Xav. in c. Humane aures 22. was fit ; Tol. and Spor. say the same 
q. 5. et Spor. loc. cit. qai idem ait thing concerning a man who lias 
de eo, qni irrita sponsalia illicit, entered into marriage, which is null 
Paritcr qui matrimonium promisit, and void. Likewise he who hath 
sed inde non tenetuv ad lllud, potest promised marriage, but thence is not 
negarc promissionem, scilicet, ut ex bound to marriage, can deny the 
d/a leneatnr,” 8 aim. n. 140. promise, that is, so ns to be bound 

f by it. , 

* 4 Quacritur I. utnim qui pro- 44 It is inquired, J. Whether ho 
mittit eonctibinas cum juramento w r bo hath promised to a harlot, with 
aliam non cogniturum, teneatur ad an oath, that lie would not know any 
i I hid. Xegaut Dian. cum Fagn. other, is bound to that oath? Dian. 
quia flois tabs promissionis fuit and Fagn. deny that he is, because 
pravug, nempe conservandi amici- the end of such a promise is wicked, 
tiam, ct quia tale juramentnm prav to wit, of preserving friendship, and 
beret oecasiouem per manendi in because such an oath would afford 
peecato. Sed affirmant probabilius an occasion of continuing in sin. 
fSalm. cap. 2. cum Sanel i. ct Prad- 1 But 8alm.. Sancln, and Trad, 
quia ex regnla general i impleri debet answer, wmr more intojiARiLiTY 
juramentnm temper, ac impleri that the oath should be observed, 
possit sine peccato : occasio autem because, according to the general 
iila venit per accidens.” rule, an oath ought always to be ful- 

| filed, and can bo fulfilled .without 
^ _ 

sm ; but that occasion comes by 
accident. ” 

Here we are told, that not only those who have promised marriage, but 
those also who are actually married, can assert to a Judge, even with an 
oatli, that they did not enter into either of these solemn engagements : 
meaning thereby, that they did not enter into them freely, or so as to be 
oound by them. Nevertheless, if a man has promised to a harlot, with 
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an oath that he would not know any other, he is bound by that oath. Thus 
we see that, between betrothed persons, and between husbands and wives 
the obligation of oaths may be entirely disregarded; and that, in cases of 
adultery, a wife may use an oath to' screen her own wickedness and deceive J 

her husband, ■ liux fche depraved fornicator n ten V ^ ^ , , 

harlot After such a declaration, surely her Scarlet Ladyship cannot object 
to our calling her by the appropriate appellation of Mother of Harlots. 

It is interesting to observe the maternal solicitude which she here displays 
for the protection of 4 ‘ the; young ladies of her establishment/ 7 do her 
unmarried sons she has entrusted the performance of this delicate office of 

i .. • * , 

“.Bending the twig, 

To give the inclination to the tree 

and faithfully do they perform it.j. for, if we may judge from the nature of 
their studies * they do not allow much else to interfere with this 

* ** Delightful task ! 

l .. . To teach the young idea how to rise. 

Flush in the check, and languish in the eyes.'? 

Without much fear of doing violence to their holy horror of equivocation 
and mental reservation, they may say. 

9 9 

“ Our only books arc moment a looks, 

And folly’ $ all they’ve taught us.” 

• . I , ' ' !r 5 • 

W e. are now informed bv the ■jS&tnt, that the Pope can exonor&ic an iudi; 
vidual from anv oath accepted by a third person , .NO M A XT 33 ft HQVl 

BINDING. 

Liraitatur tamen dictio II.. inox {J However, the second assertion, 
lata in tribus casibus. — 1. Si jurans just now made, is limited in three 
sit subditus, et .juramentum sit circa cases. — I. It he that swears is a sub- 
e.a quae superiorum potestati subdun- ject, and the oath is about those 


men ta circa benelicia, omem ecelest; teaches. JLhereiore xne lope can 
astica, etc. Pareutes etiam possunt abrogate all oaths about benefices, 
irritare jummenta impuherum, non ecclesiastical offices, &c. Parents 
vero pubetum circa res proprias also can abrogate the oaths of chil- 
ipsorum; tutores pupiliorum ; supe- jdren underage, but not of children 
riores religiosorum ; viri uxorum j who are. of age, in matters concern* 
circa bona dotalia; domiui servo- 1 ing their own property. Tutors can 
rum/' Vid. omnia an. Salm. c. 3. annul the oaths of their pupils. Su- 


44 Lift; II. Si juramentum non 


rani/’ Vid. omnia up. Salm. c. 3. annul the oaths of their pupils. Su- 
es. n. 4. cum Bus. u. i periors of the religious orders ;f hus* 

bands of their wives about dowry 
goods ; masters of their servants” 

44 Lim. II- Si juramentum non u II. It 13 limited if an oath can - 

possifc servari sine damno communi, not be observed without common loss, 
proub esset juramentum non ' denun- such as would be the oath of not 

* Students in M&vnooth College devote fifty-nine hours every week to the study of these 
filthy Treatises upon, what their Professors are pleased to call, Moual, (but what Dr. John- 
son would more accurately describe as Immoral) /T heology. 

f Monks, Nuns, &c. 
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tiandi, non accusandi, etc. vel super 
contractu a lege vetito, v. gr. sol* 
vendi poeuam, si quis resiliat a 
sponsalibus; quod, prohibetur cap. 

Gemma de Spons. (An etiam 
golvendi perdita ludo probibito, ufc 
dicunt Salm. Vide dieenda de Ludo 
tract, de Gout. d. 13.)- Talia jura* 
menta verius relaxiooc non indigent 
cum de sc sint nulla juxta dicta 
n. 177. v. Aliter. Esto tamen essent ' 


valida, ab Ecclesia rclaxari possunt. 
Salm, ibid, n. 6. cum Sanch. Pal. et 
•Guitier. Nomine autem Ecelcsiae 


veuiunt non solum Pontifex, sod 
etiam episcopi, capitula ); sedibus 


vacantibus. et 


alii jurisdiction cm 


episcopalem habentes, ut Salm. n. 7. 


i 


denouncing — not accusing, &c., or 
about a contract forbidden by law ; 
for : example, for inflicting punish- 
ment if any one does not adhere to 
espousals; which is prohibited in 
chap. Gemma de Sponsa (whether 
also of paying money lost by for- 
bidden game. Sec what is said on 

Jt * 

gaming in the tract which treats of 
contracts, d. 13). Such oaths truly 
do not need relaxation, since they 

ARE OF THEMSELVES NTJLL AND 

VOID, in accordenee with what is said 
in number 177. v. Aliter. HOW- 
EVER LET THEM BE EVER 
SO VALIB, THEY CAN BE 
RELAXED BY THE CHOUGH : 
but in the name of the Church are 

• llv 


et 8. et etiam confcssarii delegatam j 

facultatem habenfces dispensaadi ini 

votis, qul possunt etiam talia jura- 

menta relaxarc : ut Busomb. n. 3. ■ 

et Snlmaritic. mmi. 9. cum Rodr. et i 

Ledesen. I 

* 

* 

* 


included not only the Pope, but also 
bishops, chapters, the episcopal seat 
being vacant, and others having 
episcopal jurisdiction, and also con- 
fessors having a delegated faculty 
of dispeosing in vows, who are able 
also to relax such oaths.” 


0 BO EVIL THAT GOOD MAY COME 


Liguori holds this to be lawful. In page 419 he says : 


4 4 Utnmi Lieeat suadere, aufc per* 
mittere minus malum ad majus evi 
tandum. Prim a sentenfia negat. 
prout tenet Laym. d. Car. c. 12. n. 
7* cmn A /.or. et aliis. Ratio, quia 
comparativum non tollit ^ositivum : 
unde qui suadet minus malum, vere 
malum suadet. Limitat vero Laym. 


Whether it may be lawful to 
induce or to permit a lesser evil for 
the avoiding of a greater one. The 
.first opinion denies that it is, accord- 
ing as Laym. and others hold. 
The reason of which opinion is, 
because a comparative does not take 
away the positive evil; whence he 


cum Azor. nisi malum illud sit vir- 

tualiter inclusum in. illo alio majori. 

Sic parato aliquein occidere potes 

suadere ufc. manum tantum ampufcet; 

cidem tamen, non alfceri desi^nato i 
• ’ • • * 

«ic etiam volenti adultcrari notes 

* 

suadere fornicationem cum soluta in 


who inducf3s one to commit a smaller 
sin, truly induces him to commit a 
sin. But Laym. with Azor limits it 
unless that evil Is virtually included 
in . that other greater evil. Thus 
you may be able to persuade any 
oue who is determined to commit 


generali, non autem in particular], | murder that he should only cut 
Admittuut hoc Salm. loc. cit. dum- \ off the hand, however, of the same 
modo ille decreverit utrumque ma- peison, not another chosen person: 
lam patrare, cum Nav., etc. At Laym. thus also you may persuade a man 
^ndistincte loquitur, et Sanch. cum wishing to* commit adultery to com- 
. *?ecmuda sen teat ia^ ut mox dicetur 0 [ mit foruication with an unmarried 


28 


hatic limitation cm cxpres.se rcj icit : person in general, but not with any 
quia (elicit) tunc minus malum pro- one in particular. This Sulm., in 
ponitur, non ut alter illud per pet ret, I the place cited, with Nav., &o., admit, 
sed ut a majori retrahatur. provided that ho hath determined to; 

commit either evil. But Laym. 
speaks indistinctly with the second 
opinion (as will be hereafter be 
shown), and Sanchez rejects express- 
; ly this limitation, because, he says, 

1 then a less evil is proposed to him, 

[ not that the other .should perpetrate 
| that, but that he should be drawn 
' ! from a greater. 

il $ecnn<la igitur sententia proba- “ Therefore the second opinion is 
bilior tenet, iicitum esse minus malum the more probable one, that it is hir- 
suadere, si. alter jam determinates i ful to induce a mao to commit a less 
fuerit ad majus exequendum. Ratio* ; evil, if the other has already deter - 
quia tune suadens non q merit malum, mined to perpetrate a greater The 
sod bon urn. scilicet electionem min-, reason is, because he that persuades 

• r • 

oris roali, Ita Sanch. de Matrim. does not seek an evil but a good, to 
lib. 7. d. XT. n. 15. cum 8ot. Mol. wit, the choice of a lesser evil; thus 
Nav. Media. Sylvest., et aliis pluri* Suuch. awl many others think it 
bus, ac Salm. tract. 21. c. 8. n. 58. probable. Hence, Sanchez etc. teach, 
cum Cajet. Sot. Pal. Bouac. etc. pro- that it is lawful to persuade a man 
babilem putat Croix lib. 2. n. 223. determined to slay some one, that 
Hinc doeet. id. Sanch. n. 111. cum he should commit theft or fornication. 
Cajet. Sot. Covar Valent, parato ali- and he proves it from St Augustin, 
quern occidcrc licite posse suaderi ut | ‘For, if he is about to do that which 
ab eo iurotur, vel ut fornicetur. fit is not lawful, in that ease he may com- 
probafc ex 8. August, io e. Si quos | mit adultery, and he may not commit 
venus,. 33. q. 5. ubi : Si enim faetu* homicide ; and, though hk own wife u 
rus est quod non licet, jam faciat. alive, he mag many/ another , and 
adulterium, ct non faciat homieb uot shed human blood.’ From which 


dittin ; ct vivente uxore sua, alteram ! words, ‘now he may commit adul- 
ducat, et non huumnum sangmoem 1 tery,’ Sanchez ami others pence, that 
fuadat. Kx quibus verbis, jam faciat the doctor uot only was speaking of 
adulterium, probat Sanch. diet. n. 15. permitting, but KVKN OF PEK- 
cum Soto, Mol. Nav. Abb. etc. S. doc- \ SHADING. And this, adds Sanchez, 
toruni, non tantum permiltcodo, sed 5 Ac., that it is lawful not only for 
otiam suaoondo locutum fuissc. fit private persons, but even confessors, 
hoc addit Sanch. 23. cum Sal, licere parents, and others upon whom the 
non solum privatis, sed aliis quibus duty is officially incumbent, to pre- 
ex ofEeio ijicumbit inpedirc peeeatta vent the sius of those under them.” 
subditoram.” , i 

Surely this oue fearful extract is quite enough on this subject. 


• • r 


at) 

IS IT LAWFUL TO AFFORD AN OCCASION OF SIN. 


%• * • * • » , • 

Some of the doctors say it is not lawful ; but Liguori, and a great 
many others, whom he quotes, hold the contrary opinion, as you shall 
see by the following extracts : ;V 

I ' 1 • 

• t 

“Hero licet non anferre occa- ' “ It is lawful for a master not to 

sionem furandi fdiis aut famulis, take away the occasion of stealing 
cum eos, nihilominus adfuraudum from his children or servants, wdiem 
propensos et paratos novit, ut sic notwithstanding, he knew that thov 
deprehensi puniantur et recipi scant: had a propensity and were prepared 
tunc enim ratio nabi liter permittlt to commit theft, that, thus taken iji 
furtum tin inn, ut. evitentur plura. the act, they may be punished and 
Sanch. Laym. Bon. (Et Inec sen- come to repentance ; for, then, rea- 
tentia videtur satis communis cum son ably he permits one theft, that 
Sanch. de Matmn. I. 10. cl. 12 ; n. more may be avoided. And this 
52. qui citat pro ea Sot. Led, Nav. opinion appears sulficieiitly general , 

Fill « ! ' • * M i • O ? 


pectam do adultcrio habens ci in si- whensoever a man, having: a wife 
diatur, ut deprehendere possit earn suspected of adultery, lays a snare 
cum testibusincrimine fornication- for her, that he may be able, even 
is ; et sic potest ad accusation cm with witnesses, to detect her in the 
procedure. Idem admittit Tourn t. act, and thus is aide to proceed 
8. p. 837. cum Antome. ,, against her/ 5 

n • I w* ■ r «• 

. • > ... * 

Sanchez thinks it probable that it is not lawful to place an occasion of 
sin before a person. ; 


u Probabile est non licere talia 
nltro ponerc, aut iis objicere, quia 
positive concurreretad peccatum ;et 
non tarn au ferret occasionem quam 
poncrot : sa. v. Peccatum, et Sanch. 
qni ex eadem causa docet non licere 
marito dare uxori ansam adulteran- 
di vel adultcro, ut tentet. uxoruin.^ 


“It is probable that it is not 
lawful willingly to place such things 
or to put them in the way, because 
that w ? ould be positively^ concur- 
rence in the sin, and would be not 
so ihucli the taking away of mi 
occasion, as the placing it in the 
way. Sanch. and others, for. the 
same reason, teach that it is not 
lawful for a husband to give to his 
wife the occasion to commit adul- 
tery, or to the adulterer an opportu- 
nity to seduce his wife, tor the sake 
of bringing her virtue to the trial/’ 


But Laym. and Liguori maintain that it is lawful. 


“ Interim probabiliter contrarium 
docet Laym. lib. 2. t. 8. cap, 13. 
quod conflrmari potest exemplo 
Judith, quae vix aliter videtur fecisse. 

Cum emint sciret permis- 
siouem libidmis in ITolofe rue fore 


“Meanwhile, Laym. pgpbably 

teaches the contrary opinioh, which 
can be confirmed by the example of 
Judith, who scarcely appears to have 
done otherwise, c. 9. For when she 
knew that the permission of lust in 


$ 
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impeditivan malorum, posuit ei 
oceasionem, nerape omatum suum, 
aloqui lieitum, ct* tamen commu- 
ni ter cense tur in hoc non peecasse." 
Yido Bonac. d. 2. q. 4. pag. 2. 
Palaum hie. 


Holo femes would be an impediment 
to evils placed before him the oc- 
casion, namely, her own beauty, 
otherwise lawful, and yet in this 
she is commonly thought not to 
have sinned." 


Lisfouri now states his own view as follows: 


“ Sed hoc non obstante, satis 
probabilis videtur prima sententia, 
quia cum maritusvel dominuspras- 
bet ansam msechandi, vel furandi, 
non vere indncitadpeccandum, sed 
praebet occasionem,ct permittit,pec- 
catum alterius ex just a causa soil., 
ut se indemnem servet a pcriculo 
damni obtenturi. Aluid enim est 
i n cl ncer e,al u i d ,prsebcre o ccasio uem . 
lllud est intrincese malum, non 
autem hoc." 


“ But this reason not being valid, 
the first opinion appears sufficiently 
probable, because when a husband 
or master affords an opportunity of 
committing adultery or theft, he 
docs not truly induce to sin, but he 
affords an occasion of sin, and 
permits the sin of another for a just 
cause, viz., that he may preserve 
himself from an evil which is about- 
to come. For it is one thing to in- 
duce to — another thing to afford 
an occasion of sin. The former is 
intrinsically evil ; the latter is not 
intrinsically evil." 


He then proceeds to ask, “ Whether it may be lawful to co-operate 
materially in the sin of another? " Here again our Saint is not guided 
by the immutable principles of right and wrong, but makes a solemn 
“ league and covenant" with sin, purely from motives of expediency. 


“ Queer. ITT. Utrum liceat famulo 
ostium meretrici aperire. Negat 
Croix, lib. 2 num. 253, at com- 

munius affirmant cum Bus. Salm. 

• 1 • • 

d. cap. 8. num. 74. Laym, de Carit. 
c. 13. reap, 5. ^Tamb. cum Sanch. 
Dian. Azor. Sa. Rodr. etc. Nee 
oflicit propos. 51. Innocentis XL 
dicens : ‘ Fanulus qui submissis 
humeris scienter adjuvat lierurn 
suum ascendere per fenestras ad 
stuprandam virginem, et multoties 
cidem subservit, deferendo scalam, 
aperiendo januam, ant quid simile 
cooperando, non peccat mortaliter, 
si id facietmetu notabilis detriment^ 
puta nc a domino male tractctnr, ne 
trovis oeulis a$piciatur,nc domo ex- 
pellatur. Nam aperiendo Januam 
ex ipsomet contextu intelligitur de 
apertione per vim confecta, ut rccte 
dicunt Roncagl, de Carit. tract. 6. 


“ Query 111. — Whether is it 
lawful for a servant to open the 
door for a harlot? Croix denies 
it, but more commonly Bus. and 
others say that it is lawful: neither 
does the 51 proposition of Innocent 
XT. oppose this opinion, saying, 
* A servant who, submitting his 
shoulders, knowingly assists his own 
master in aseendingiby the windows 
for the purpose of deflowering a 
virgin, and oftentimes renders assis- 
tance to him in bearing a ladder, in 
opening a door, or in like manner 
co-operating, does not sin mortally , 
if he does that from a fear of great 
injury; for example, lest lie should 
be badly treated by his master, incur 
his displeasure, or be expelled from 
his house/ For, by ‘opening the 
door,' from the context itself, is un- 
derstood opening it by force. Only 



ia Reg. P ro praxi n. 4. post cap. C. 
Salmant. ibid. n. 74. Mode (aiunt) 
ipso non aperiente, adsit alius qui 
aperiat. " 

“ Quaer. 1Y. An ex metu mortis 
vel rnagni damni liceat famulo 
subj icere humeros, vel deferre scalam 
domino ascendent! ad fornicandum, 
vi aperire januam, etsimilia. Ncgant 
Viva, ct Milantc in diet. prop. 51. 
P. Conbina t. 2. pag. 280. Salm. 
n. 75. Croix lib. 2. num. 244. 
et alii. Quia, ut dicunt, tales 
actiones nuuquam liccnt, utpote 
intrinscce malse. Sed contradicunt 
Busemb. infra n. 68. Sanch. diet, 
c. 7. 22. et Less. 1. 2. cap. 16. n. 59. 
quorum senteniia spec tat a ratione 
mihi probabilior videtur. " 


(they say) if he does not open it. 
another is present who will. " 

“Query IY. — Whether from fear 
of death, or of great loss, it is lawful 
for a servant to stoop his shoulders, 
or bring a ladder for his master 
ascending to commit fornication, to 
force open the door, and such like ? 
Viva, Milantc, and others, deny it ; 
because, as they say, such actions 
are never lawful, inasmuch as they 
are intrinsically evil. But Busemb., 
&c., speak the contrary, whose 
opinion, approved of by reason, ap- 
pears to me the more, probable ! ! ! " 


IS IT LAWFUL TO STEAL ? 


Liguori not only teaches that it is allowable for servants and others to 
steal, blithe furnishes a regular “ scale of thefts " to inform thieves how 
much they may steal from persons in the various ranks of life, without 
committing a mortal sin. 


In Book III., number 521, he discusses the question, "'Whether a credi- 


tor can compensate himself?" and a. 
vants and others, as follows : 

“Nota hie propos. 87. Innoc. XI. 
qua; dicebat : Famuli ac famulse do- 
mesticse possunt occulte hcris suis 
surripere ad compensandam operam 
suam, quam majorem judicant fcalario 
quod recipiunt. " Salm. dc 4. price, 
n. 130. cum aliis, loquentes de liac 
propos. damn, dicunt, I. Quod si ia- 
mulus sine necessitate libere conve 
niat cum domino de stipendio Infe- 
rior!, postca nihil posstt sibi compen- 
sare : secus, si ex necessitate, ad 
levandam nimirum suam miseriam, 
conveniat de salario notabilitcr mi- 
uori justo. Ratio, quia decreta pon- 
tificia non intendnnt obligarc fumu- 
lum contra justitiam. " 


fterwards proceeds to the case of ser- 

u Note here the thirty-seventh 
proposition of Innocent. XI., which 
said, ‘Domestic servants, men and 
women, can steal from their own 
masters for the purpose of com- 
pensating themselves for their own 
labor,, which they judge to be 
greater than the salary they receive. 7 
The Salm., with others, speaking 
concerning this condemned proposi- 
tion, say, 1. That if a servant 
without necessity, and of his own 
accord, make an agreement with iiis 
master for an inferior salary, he 
cannot afterwards compensate him- 
self: otherwise (lie may), if from 
necessity, for the purpose, doubtless, 
of alleviating his own misery, he 


agrees upon a salary notably Jess 
than just. ; the reason is, because 
the pontifical decrees are not de- 
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signed to lay servants under an un- 
• . ; just obligation.” 

u I)ieimt II. Salmantiecnses, “ The Sahnanticenses say, in the 
quod si famulus ex election propria second place, that if a servant, of his 
augeat operas debitas, nihil possit own choice, increase his labor, he 
surripere; quia time censetur ope- j cannot steal (shrripere) anything; 
ram suam condonare ad concilian- because then he is considered to 
dam slbi clomini gratinm : secusau- give freely his own labor for the 
tern, si ex voluntate domini expres-' sake of conciliating the favor of his 
sa, vel taeita; quia tunc servanda est master. But otherwise, if lie does 
regula illa, nempe, quod qui vis ope-! so from the expressed or tacit will 
rarius digims sitmerccde sua.” ' ‘ of his master ; because then the rule 

is to be observed, that the laborer 
. « *• • y 1 | is worthy of liis hire.” 

9 

But who is to be the judge of the amount to which the servant may com- 

i ^ ‘ J r | if • • t ^ ^ • 

pen sate himself? Liguori thinks the servant himself shall he the judge. 

“Attameu Salm. de 4. pracc. num. f : But the Salmantiecnses say, that 
137. dicunt famulnm posse etiam a servant can, according to his own 
ex proprio judicio sibi eornpeusare judgment, compensate himself for 
suam oporam, si ipse certc judicet liis labor, if he without doubt judge 
se majusstipendium mercri. Quod that he was deserving of a larger 
sane videtur satis probabile mihi et stipend. Which indeed appears suf- 
aliis doctis rccontioribus, si hie fa- liciently probable to me and to oth- 
niulus, vel quicumque alias mer- er more modern learned men, if the 
ccnurius sit vir prudens timoratus, servant, or any other hired person, 
etvere aptus ad recte judicandiun, be conscientiously prudent, and ca- 
ac certus sit tie justieia coinpensa- pable of forming a correct judg- 
tionis, remote ornni ballueinaiionis meat, and be certain concerning the 
periculo.” justice of the compensation, all dan- 

ger of mistake being removed/' 

« Indigens, bonis abseonditis ad 11 A poor man absconding with 
sustentationem potest judici respon- goods for his support, can answer 
dere sc nihil habere. Salm. n. 140. the Judge that he has nothing. In 
Bariter hcrcs. qui sine hiventario like manner, a master who has con- 
occultavit pona, si non teneatnr ex- cealed his goods, without an in von- 
illis satisfacere crcditoribus, potest tory, if he is not bound to settle 
judici responderc sc nihil occultassc with his creditors with them, can say 
subintelligens be bonus quibus sat- to a Judge that he has not conceal- 
isfaeere teneatur. Salm. loc. cit et ed anything, in his own mind mean- 
Bonc. c. 4. reg. 2. in Prnxi.” • ing those goods with which he is 

*' ' bound to satisfy liis creditors.” 

• v 

In Dubinin 11. he considers what quantity of stolen property is necessary 
to constitute mortal sin. ’ 

v£ Varhe ea de re sm it sen ten the. '‘There arc various opinions con- 
Nav, nimis scrupulose statu it me- eerning this matter ; Nav. too scru- 
dium regalem, alii nimis laxe 10 pulously has fixed the half of a rc- 
aureos ; moderatius Tol Med. Less, galis, others, with too great laxity, 
etc., duos regales, etsi minus sutficiat have fixed ten anrei; Tol. ISIed , 
si notabiliter hoccat. ’’ Less, &c., moderately have fixed 

• l two regahs, although less might suf- 
* * 1 fice if it wotiid be a serious loss. ” 
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u Resp. Ka non mathemaliee sed 
moraliter metinda est, non tanduni 
ex valor rei ablabc, sed etiam ex 
<circu mstanli is personal cui anfertur : 
si nimirum ci grave damnum infer- 
atur, aut saltern caritas Christiana 
graviter la datur, quomodo rcspectu 
valde divilis imo etiam regis, unus 
vel alter aureus notabite quid vide- 
tur : rcspectu vero medioeriter divi- 
tum, quatnor ccrciter regales, sive 
inedius impcrialis : rcspectu mocha- 
nieorum duo : rcspectu pauperis 
imur.” 

“ Quoad hoc punctum, tarn ad- 
praxim scitu neccssarium, nempe, 
quacnam sit materia gravis in furto, 
opera) pretium est plura hie elu- 
cidare. Quidqiiid aliqui dicant, com- 
mune est apud DD. et. non videtur 
;>osse negari, quod, ad determinan- 
dam hujus matcriic gravitatem, non 
possit absolute pro omnibus cade in 
quautitas assignari, sed ipsa denu- 
tieeda sit respective ad circumstan- 
tias personae, rei, loci, et temporis ; 
cum enim furti gra vitas consistat in 
quantitate damni quod proximo in- 
ferlur : facile iiocmentum, quod 

respect u uni us ieve crit rcspect u 
alterius erit grave.” 


“These arc not lo be m as 

u red mathematically, but morally, 
not only according to value of’ 
the thing stolen, but also according 
to the circumstances of the person 
from whom it is stolen — to wit, if he 
would suffer great loss, or Christian 
charity be grievously violated.; where- 
fore, iti respect of a very rich man, 
or even of a king, one or two aurt'i 
appear something notable ; but. in 
the ease of a man of moderate wealth, 
about four or the half of au 

imperial; in the case of a mechanic, 
turn) in the ease of a poor man, cm<\” 
“ As to this point, so necessary 
for a practical knowledge, viz. : — 
What may be the grievous matter 
in a theft? it will be. worth while 
here to elucidate many things. — 
Whatsoever some mav av, it is the 
common opinion of divines, and it 
docs not appear possible to be de- 
nied, that, in determining the quan- 
tity of the matter, the same quantity 
cannot be absolutely assigned for all, 
but it is to be measured according to 

• i *•/ 

the circumstances of person, prop- 
erty, place, and time, since the 
seriousness of the theft consists in 
the quantity of the loss which is 
sustained by the neighbor ; cer- 
tainly a loss which will be light id 
respect of one man will be grievous 
in respect of another/ 


The amount of guilt depends on the place in which the. theft i$ com- 
mitted, as the following most ludicrous paragraph states: 


“ Quaeitu r hie an sit mortale 
fnrari parum reliqnae saerso. Nulli 
dubium quin in districsu Romano 
sit mortale, cum Clemens VIII. ct 
Paulus V. excommunicationcm in- 
dixerint contra cos qui invitis ree- 
toribu8 ccelcsiarum, furantur re.li- 
quias etiam minimas ; secus pro- 
. babiliter ait Croix 1. 3. p. 1. n. 
1003, cum >Sanch Castrop, Li an. 
Badell, si quis furetur extra dis- 
trictum a liquid minimum ipsam ; 
reliquiam non ilef’ormans, Deque 

0 


“ H re it is asked, whether it bo 
mortal sin to steal a small piece of 
a relic ? Theie is no <Ioubt but 
that in the district of Rome, it is 
mortal sin, since Clement VIII. and 
Paul Y. have issued an excommuni- 
cation against those who, the rectors 
of the churches being unwilling, 
steal some small robe *. otherwise^ 
Croix probably says with Sanch., 
&c., if any one sho Id steal any - 
small thiug o >l of the district of 
Rome, not deforming the relic itself 



nil mngiiftm quantitalcm porveniunt, 
sint facta diversis dominis ccrtis, an 
fur tcncatur stib culna mavi r*is 


together amount to a large sum, bo 
made from various known masters* 
whether a thief be bound under irreafe 


In No. 536 he saya : 

14 Probabilisslma eat haec stenfcen- ’“This opinion of Bus. is mosfc 
tiaBus, scilicet, si plurcs modica probable, viz : If many persons 
fiirentur, neminem pecarc gr a viler, steal small quantities, that no one 
ctai mutuo seiant grave damnum i of them commits grievous sin, al- 
domino fieri, nisi ex comrauni coil* though they may be mutually aware 
ailio, faciant Kt hoc, etiamsi sin- oftlieir conduct, unless they do ife 
guli codem tempore furontur; ut by concert; and thi,s, although 
cam Bus. censet Less, cap. 12. n. | each should steal at the same time. 
24. (contra Lugo.) Ratio, quia tunc The reason is, because then no one 
nemo est causa damni, quod, per person is the cause of injury, 
accidens, ab aliia domino cvenit. ” which, h// accident > happens to the 

master by the others . n 

In IJubtum IV. Liguori considers thefts of domestics or friends. 

“Uxor potest dare elecmosynam, “ A wife can give alms and gifts, 
ct munera, secundum consuetudin- in accordance with the custom of 
cm aliarum inulierum illins loci, et other women of that place and con- 
conditioniB, etiamsi maritus dee* dition, although her husband may 
mosynas orimcs ill! prohibeat, quia prohibit her from giving any alms, 
consuotudo hoc jus ei tribuit, quo because custom hath appointed this 
maritne cam privare non potest. ” right to her, of which her husband 

{ cannot deprive her. ” 

1 1 * 

Speaking of sons stealing, he says : 


“Dieit Salas apml Croix 1. 8. 
p. 1. n. 1032, non esse grave fartum 
filii 20 vcl 30 ftureornm a pat re 
possklcnic annuos 1500 aurcos, et 
non improbat Lugo d. 16. a. n. 70. 
Si pater non sit tenax, et iilius 
adolevcrit, et accipiat ad nsns J 10 - 
ncstos. Less. Nav. et Fill. ap. 
Spor. de 7. praec. 0 . 5. mun. 57 
dfcunfc non peccarc gray iter lilium 
furantem 2 vcl 3 aurcos a patre 
divite. Banner (licit ad furtum 
grave filii parentis prsedivitis rc- 
qniri saltern 50 anreos; sed hoc 
Lug. et La Croix II. cc. rejieiunt: 
nisi forte esset filins prineipis, in 
quo co use n tit Holrnz. num. 75o. 
qui etiam dlcit non esse grave 
accipere a parente praxlivitc decent 
aureos. ” 


) “Salas apud Croix says, that a 
j son docs not commit grievous sin, 
who steals 20 or 30 auiri from a 
father possessing nearly 1500 aiu n\ 
and Lugo does not disapprove of it 
If the father be not tenacious, and 
the son have grown up, and receive 
it for honest purposes. Less, &c.. 
say. that a son stealing two or three 
a urei from a rich father does not 
sin grievously ; Banner says, that 
50 nurd arc required to constitute 
a grievous sin on the part of a son 
who steals from a rich father, but 
this opinion Lug. and La Croix re* 
jeot; unless perchance he be the 
son of a prince, in which case 
llolmz. consents, and even says 
that it is' not a grievous sin to jo* 

; eeive ten aural from a rich parent. 


jon^tling 
0 vrpo **» — 


like ft fVof <?A«jvA obtaining subscriptions from Sfa re Ou-vers for Mitsonary 

14 To me tJeny not Balaam’s at 1» ast, 

To rnoek tUe prophot, am.! reprove the priest.” 


minuens illius lestimutionem ; nisi nor diminishing its estimation ; 
«it aliqua rcliquia insignis aut rara, unless it may be some i l are or re- 
nt puta sanetae Crusis, capillorum B. markable relic, as, for cxamply, the 
Marian Virg. etc," holy cross’, (he hair of the Blessed 

Virgin^ d c ! ! I *’ 

In Dub him HI. he asks, “ When does lie sin grievously who commits 
many small thefts? ” Observe how he aids and abets thieves. 

u Resp. Hie qtioque quant itas “Here also the quantity of the 
hesionis, vcl damnificationis, quae loss or injury whicli the neighbor* 
fit proximo, et quam fur intcudit endures, and what the thief intends, 
est mensura qimntitatis pcccati. is the measure of the quantity of sin. 
V ide Less. Loccit. Sancb. 1. 7.c, 21. i 


“Unde resolves, 

u Si quis ex occasiono tantum 


“ Whence you will resolve, 

“ If any one on an occasion, should 


fiaretur t*ve uni sive pluribes mo- steal only a moderate sum cither 
dicum, non mtendens noiahile ali- from one or more, not intending to 
quid aequircre, nec proximo gravi ter acquire any notable sum, neither to 
nocere singulis furt is non pcccat injure his neighbor to a great extent 
graviter, neque ea simul siimpta by several thefts, he does not sin 
tmum mortalc constftttunt ; pogtqr.amj grievously, nor do these, takeu to- 
tamen ad quantitntem . notabilem get her, constitute a mortal sin ; ho w- 
prevcncrit. cam detinendo, mortalitcr ever, after it may have amounted to 
peccarc potest. Vcrupi ct hoc mor- a notable sum, by detaining it he 
(ale evitabit, si a cl tunc reslituere can commit a mortal sin. But even 
non possit, vel auimum.lmbeat paulo this mortal sin maybe avoided, if 
post restiiuendi saltern qmc . tunc either then he be unable to restore*, 
acccpit.” or have the intention of making rcs- 


jtitution immediately of those things 
which he then received 

“Qufier. IL Si fur tti li, qure simul “ Query II. If small thefts, which 


iCBiiiutioncm inccre ; vel an satis- blame to make restitution to them* 
faciat, dcbit.n ilia pauperibus dis- . 01 * whether he may satisfy by dis- 
Iribuendo.. olftxcijna parte, videtur, ! tributing them to paupers? On the 
dicendum sub grayi^ rcstitutioncm one hand it appears that restitution, 
faciendum csse d jininis, nisi cxcuset should be made to the origiual pos^ 
pcriculum admittciaUc, vel sessors, unless the danger of los* 

graviaeimuni ;; damnum aut iucom- ing fame or very grievous loss or 


gravi&eimtmr; damnum aut iucom- ing fame or very grievous loss or 
modem. y . . iiKonvcnience excuse." 

i 44 Unde videtur, quod sufRcicntcr “Whence it appears that a thict 
fiir satisi'acturus sitsuacte gravi obli-. may have rendered sufficient satis- 
gationi ex praesumplo consensu rei- faction to his own weighty obligation, 
publicae, si restituat pauperibus, aut from the presumed ecusent of the 
locis piis, qui sunt egentorcs rcipub- republic, if he make restitution to 

Vi i % v.# ao ^ ^ * . * • f 


licae partes. 


paupers, or pious p'uces,* which are 
the more needy parts of the republic." 


♦ * 'I 

^ lleacQ it ftj peara that tbg unprincipled maxim of “Mako money, honestly if you 
♦an, at ail events mako money,” is adopted for th<s support of pious places. Thio ia 
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ON RESERVED EASES ,\.0 iHGLUTION OF 

ACCOM PLICEA. 


Quid intelligitur per casus reser- 
vafcos ? 

R. Intelliguntur peccatn quae da in, 
quo ram absolutionem sacramental- 
cm superior specialiter sibi reservat. 

Ilfiec reservatio simplex non est 
eensura, cum non sit propric poena, 
sed simplex negatio approbations 
vel jurisdictionis. — Dens, tom. 6, 
p. 263. 

Quis potest reservare peccata? 

R. Illc Superior, cui competit 
concederc approbationem vel juris- 
dictionem ad absolvendum a pec- 
catis. 

Summus Pontifex decernit casus 
reservatos pro uni versa Eeclesia ; 
Episcopus pro sna Dicecesi ; Stiper- 
iorcs Regular! um pro suis subditis 
casus reservare possunt, sed juxta 
limitationem Clementis VIII. — 
Dens, tom. 6, p. 270. 

u AdvertemUim quod null us Con* 
fessarius, extra mortis pericnlum, 
licet alias liabeat potestatem absol- 
vendi a roservatis, absolvcre possit 
aut valcat a peccato quolibet mor* 
tali externo contra castitatem, com- 
pliccm in eodem secmii peccato. ” ; 


Hie casus complicis non colloca- 
tur inter casus reservatos, quiaEpis- 
copus non reservat sibi absolntio- 
nein, sed quilibet alius Confessarius 
potest ab eo absolvere, praeterquam 
Bncerdos complex. — Dens, tom. 6, 
p. 291, 2. 


W hat is understood by reserved 
cases ? 

Answer. Certain sins, the aacra- 
mei^al absolution of which the su~ 
perio r es p ec ially res er ves to hi m self. 

This simple reservation is not 
censure, since it is not properly a 
punishment,, but a simple negation 
of approbation or jurisdiction.- — 
Dens, v. 6, p. 263. 

Who can reserve sin ? 

Answer. That superior for whom 
it is competent to grant approba- 
tion, or jurisdiction to absolve 
from sins. 

The S upreme Ron tiff determines 
the reserved cases for the universal 
Church ; the Bishop in his own dio- 
cese ; the Superiors of Regulars can 
reserve cases for their own subjects, 
but according to the limitations of 
Clement VliX, — Dens, v. 6, p. 270. 

u Let it be observed that, except 
in case of danger of death, no Con- 
fessor, though he may otherwise 
have the power of absolving from 
reserved cases, may or can ab- 
solve his accomplice in any exter- 
nal mortal sin against chastity, 
committed by the accomplice with 
the Confessor himself. ” 

This case of an accomplice is not 
placed* amongst the reserved cases, 
because the Bishop does not reserve 
the absolution to himself; but any 
otherf Confessor can absolve from 
it, except the priest who is himself 
the partner in the act. — Dens, vol. 
6, p. 291, 2. 


* Accordingly the seduction of females in the Confessional appears to be a very common 
•eoureenoe, and docs not constitute even a reserved case Bat vbat is reservation ? ** It is 

not censure, but morcly a withholding of approbating or jurisdiction. ** Therefore as appro- 
bation is not withhold, any Confessor may absoN* » novice, a nun, ora lay woman ; a priest, 
a friar, or a monk, though they may all b© guilty of committing fornication; for it is only 
"the graver and more ’atrocious crimes ** that arc reserved to the bishops, such as heresy, and 
the reading of the Bible and other herotioal books, etc. 

t In this way two priests in neighboring parishes ©an absolve oach other’s frail on**, and 
aft or wards absolve each Other. 


r. 


O — 
*) 4 
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Proinde copula cum novitia, vel As copulation with a novice, or a 
cum Bcggina, vel alia voto simpitei nun. or any other woman bound by 
castitatU obstricta, non constituit a simple vow of chastity, does not 
casum reservatum : Deque vir reliuj* constitute a reserved case ; neither is 
osus aufc sacerdos comprchenditur ; a religions man or a priest compre- 
adeo ut persona libera pcccans cum hended (in a reserved ease), so, 
lleligioso saccrdotc non ineurrat hunc j therefore, v free womau transgressing 
casutD. — Dene, tom. 6, p. 287. with a Religious priest does not incur 

this case (of reservation). — Dens, vol. 

i 6, p. 287. 

For the three following reasons it appears there never can be a reserved 
cage against a 14 Religious Priest/’ Because 

1st. “ Frequenting ;> a novice, a nun , or any other woman bound by a 


simple vow of chastity, does not constitute a reserved case. 

2nd. u Transgressing” with a free woman does not constitute * 


a reserved 


case. 

3rd. l 'A Religions man or a Priest" is never comprehended in a reserved 

case. 

The first two reasons include all women, whether free or under vows ; and 
the third includes all Religious men. or Priests. Therefore all women are 
subject to- the will and pleasure of all Religions mm or Priests. "What 
would Jephtha’s daughter and her inaidcu companions say to this inode of 
keeping a vow of celibacy ? Probably the irreligious priests arc in the habit 
of imitating the daughters of Israel upon the mountains; viz., bewailing the 
virginity of their self-denying com] mu ions. 


An comprehenditur masculus com- Is a male accomplice in venereal 
plex'iu peccato venereo, v. g. per sin, to wit, by touches, comprehended 
tactus. in this degree ? 

R. Affirmative, quia Pontifox ox- Answer. Yes, because the Pope 
iendit ad qualemcunque personam. extends it to whatsoever person. 

Non requiritur ut hoe per eat urn . It is not required that this sin of 
complicis patratum sit in confessione, an accomplice he committed in con- 
vel occasions coafessionis : quocun- Cession . or by occasion of confession ; 
quo enim loco vel tempore factum for in whatever place or time it has 
est, e'tiarn autequam esset Oonfessa- i been done, even before he was her 
rius, faeit casum complicis. Confessor, it makes a case of hq ac- 

i complice. 

Nota ultimo, cum rcstrictio fiat ad Lastly, take notice, that since the 
peccata earn is, pc ter it Confessarius restriction is made to carnal sins, 
compliecm in aim peccatis, v. g. in the Confessor will be able to give 
furto, homicide, etc., valide absolvere. valid absolution to bis accomplice in 
— Dens, tom. 6, pp. 291, 2. other sins, namely, in theft, in homi- 

j; eide,* Sic. — Dens. v. (>, pp. 291, 2. 

After telling us that, in obedience to a bull of Gregory the Fifteenth, and 
a constitution founded thereon by Benedict the Fourteenth, any priest is to 
he denounced who endeavors to seduce his penitent iu the Confessional, he 
asks the following question ;• 

I 

/ 

* That i.s, if u)<i happen to poison her husband, or be guilty of any other little 
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Confessnrius solieitavit poeniten- 
tem ad turpia, non in confessionc, 
nec occasiotie confossionjs, scd ox 
alia occasions extraordinary : An 
cst (leminliandus? 

E- Negative. Aliud foret, si ox 
ecieutia eoufcssionissolieitaretquia, 
v. g. ex confessione novit illam per- 
sonam deditam tali peccnto venoroo. 
— 1*. Antoine, t. 4, p. 430. 


Propterea monel Stcyartius, quod 
Confcssarius pccnitentcm quas con- 
Ctctur sc peeeussecum saccrdole. vel 
solicitatam ab eo ad turpia, iulorro- 
garepossit utrum illc saeerdos fue- 
rit. ejus Confessaritis, an in confes- 
sions soliritavcr it, etc. 

An demmtiatio fieri debet, q nan- 
do rinbium eat utruin fuerit vera ct 
suffleiens solicitaf’o ad turpia? 

h\ tjaidam nogmit: sod Card. ; 
Cozza cum aliisquos i-itat dub. 25, ^ 
f fltrmnt s.u (.mhinm non jyifc love, 
diems cxaineii illnd relim mend um 

Lpiscopo si A c Ord ina rio.- — l)ens ? 
tom. (>, pp. 204, 5. 


A Confessor has seduced his |K>ni- 
tent to the commission of earned 
sin, not in confession nor by oc- 
; casion of confession, but from 

some other extraordinary occasion : 

Is he to bo denounced ? 

Answer, No. If he had tampered 
with her from his knowledge of 
confession, it would l>c a different 
thing; because, for instance, he 
knows that person, from her confes- 
sion, to be given to such carnal sins. 
— P. Autoine, t. 4, p. 430. 

For which reason Steyart remind* 
us, that a Confessor can ask n pen- 
itent who confesses that she has sin- 
ned with a priest, or lias been se- 
duced by him to the commission of 
carnal sin, whether that priest was 
her Confessor, or had seduced her 
in the confessional, &c. 

Ought the denunciation to be 
made, when there exists a doubt 
whether the solicitation to carnal 
.-in was real and sufficient? 

A nswer. Some say no ; but Card. 
Cozza, with others whom he cites, 
donut 25, says. Yes, if the doubt be 
not light* adding, that the exami- 
nation of the matter is to be left to 
Lite Bishop or the Ordinary. — Dens, 
v. 0, pp. 294, 5. 


ON THE KOI K OF DENOUNCING T11E AFOKESAID 

SEDl CKU. 


Primus modus mag is convenienr- 
cst, ki i] sn i-nroLaeoIiutatniVmc- 
diatc, nuili filteii icvc lu.tV acccdat 
Episcopum give Ordinal inn. i'o. 
Potest Episcopu scril eic (pistolcm 
clausamct fcignatr.m rubLaefcima : 

E'jo Cat harm a AT. I a Him. o JJu / - 
liniac in jdutea X. sib tigvo X. 
hisce (kxlar o vie C Aluriii anno 1758 
tccasicnc <c vfashvis f rinse soliei- 
to to tit vd ivhovcsla a Covfcsscrio 

jY.E.: f.rrij'Ui,tr (Oh/<m\ ins Mcch- 


I lie first and most convenient 
mode is this — if the person upon 
whose chastity the attempt has been 
made would proceed herself imme- 
diately to the Bishop, or the Ordi- 
nary, without revealing the circum- 
stances to any one else. 2d. She 
can write a letter, closed and sealed 
to the Bishop, in the following form: 
7, Catharine X. t dwelling at Mcch- 
iin , in the r tract N., under the sign 
A’., by these declare that /, on ths 




2' : “ Ul< ' 4.r tifficp tba>K that it vo» t-tity ajnke, or (hat the ‘'sclicilntiori 1 

j: L up, give the character of (he Cocfcasor* 


Wft- ijiHtrf-. 
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tint* in Ecclcsia N. } quod juramento 
con/irmare parata sum. 


3o. Si uutem scribere ncque&t, 
gimilis epistola scribaturab alio,v. 
g. asccundo Confessario cum liccn- 
tia pocnitentis, efc nomeu pounitentis 
eeu personal soliei tats exprimatur 
nt supra: sed nomen Confcssarii 
golicitantis, ut occultum maneat 
ecribenti, non exprimatur, verum a 
tertio aliquo rei ignaro, in chart ula 
aliqua no moil ejus scribatur sub 
alio prcctcxtu, qua? chartula epis- 
iolte pr se fa be includatur. 


In hoc casu (denunciationis) ta- 
mcn quidam putant inoderandum, 
et considcrandas esse circumstan- 
tias frequently, pcriculi, etc. — 
Dens, tom. 6, p. 295. 


Oth of March , 1758 on the orrav’on 
of confession , have been seduced ts 
improper acts by the Confessor AT. N. t 
hearing confessions at Mechlin, in ths 
church A r ., which l am ready to con- 
form on oath . 

3rd. But if she cannot write, let 
a similar letter be written by anoth- 
er, namely, by a second Confessor, 
with the license of the penitent, and 
let the name of the penitent or per- 
son seduced be expressed as above : 
but let the name of the seducing 
Confessor, in order that it inav re- 

f ^ 

main a secret to the writer, be not 
expressed, but let his name be 
written, under a different pretext, 
by some third person ignorant of 
the circumstance, on some scrap ol 
paper, which may be enclosed in 
the aforesaid letter. 

In this ease (of denouncing,) 
however, some are of the opinion 
that moderation must be observed, 
and that tke circumstances of fre- 
quency, of danger, Ac., muff, be 
considered. — Dens. ▼. 6, p. 295. 


Hence it appears, that if this “ amiable weakness ” is not very frequent- 
ly exhibited, the affair is to be passed over, if possible; or, at all ev- 
ents, the Bishop is to make the best fight he can with the seduced ikuil- 
tent, to screen the priest and hush up the matter. We shall soon see 
how often a Confessor may deliberately sin with penitents in the couf fis- 
sion aL 


Mouentiir Confcssarii ut mnlicr- 
culis qnibuseunque accusantibus 
priorem Confessarium Mem lcvitcr 
non lulhibeant : sed prius sornlen- 
tur occnsioms finem et cansam, ex- 
amine! eiirum mores, conversation- 
em. etc. — Dens. tom. G, p. 295. 

Non lemcrc fidem poenitentibus 
adhibendam circa similes delation- 
cs ; ct Confcssarium, juniorem ]jrte- 
eertim, in Earn arduo negotio nihil, 
nisi ex prudontiorum Saeerdotmn 
consilio, a gore debere — Be la 
Hogue de Fan.. i>. 302. 


Confessors are advised not lightly 
to nice end-'’ to anu woman what so- 

C 

ever accusing their former Confes- 
sor; but lirft <o search diligently 
into the end and cause of the oc- 
casion. to examine their morals con- 


versation, Ac. — Dorns, v. 6. p. 295. 

Credit should not be readily given 
to penitents when they make such' 4 ' 
accusations as these; and the Con- 


fessor, particularly if lie be ayouug 
man, ought to do nothing in so ar- 
duous an affair without the advico 


of the more prudent priests. — J)c la 
Hogue tie J’cen., p. 302. 


• ^ See Low exuotiv nnd i>« la Jlo^oc agree up<*r. this writicai oj.iDuwn, 

«« given almost, rerlotim <t literatim. 





Quocirca observa, 
qne persona, qme perse vei per alia at 
falso denuntiat saeerdotem lanquam 
solicit atorem, incurrat ca$ntu roser- 
vatam Summo Pontifici. Ifca P>eno 
<1 ictus XIV. Constit. >S 'acranuithtm 
Pamiton . apud Antoine, p 418. 

Be tied ictus XIV. in Constit. citata 
numero 21G, reservavit sibi et suc- 
eossorihus peccatum fato, denuu- 
ciationis Confessarii soiicitantis ad 
turpia. — Dens, tom. 6, pp. 211 5. 0, 7. 


For which reason observe, that 

• # 

whatever person, either by herself 
or by another, falsely denounces a. 
priest as a seducer, incurs a case 
reserved for the supreme Pontiff. 
Thus, Benedict the Fourteenth, in 
the Constitution called ‘ J Sacramen- 
turn Pcenilmti&P in Antoine, p. 418. 

Benedict the Fourteenth, in the 
Constitution, cited in No- 216, re- 
serves to himself and his successors 
the sin of falsely denouncing a Con- 
fessor for seducing his penitent to 
commit carnal sin. — Dens, vol. 6. 
P P . 205, 6, 7. 


ON THE PROXIMATE OCCASION OF SIN. 


Quid osfc oecasio proxima peocan- 
di de qua loquitur Pastorale? 

R. Eat id, Quod nation est iruiurtre 
in peccatum mortals. 


Recto ctiam definitur : 

Id quod affcrl, morale vet prolahilc 
pe riculum pcccati motUxlis. 

Adhajremus illis qui docent se- 

quentia : 

Frequentatio tabernarum est oc* 
casio proxima respeetu il litis, qui ex 
tribus viebus semel, vcl ex decern 
vicibus bis vcl ter solet inde induct 
iu ebrietatem, in rixas, vel in alia 
peccata Tnorlalia. 

Similiter alloquium pacific est 
oecasio proxima illi qui ex decern 
vicibus bis vel ter solet. eadere in 
peccatum carnis, vel in delcctationem 
carnis deliboratam . 

Frequeuiai io quotidiana tabernfle 
aut puelfio eensetur esse oecasio 
proxima respeetu ejus, qui ex ea vel 
bis vel ter iu mense prolabitur in 
simile peccatum mortale. 

Idem resolvit, P. Du Jardin, p. 51, 


What is the proximate occasion 
of sin, concerning which the Pastoral 
speaks ? 

Answer. It is that which is natu- 
rally calculated to lead into mortal 
sin. 

It is also well defined : 

That which brings with it a moral 
or probable danger of mortal sin. 

We adhere to those who teach as 
follows : 

Frequenting of taverns is a proxi- 
mate occasion (of sin) with respect 
to him who is wont, out of every 
three times to fall once ; or, out of 
every ten timc3, to fall twice or thrice 
into drunkenness, into quarrels, or 
into other mortal sins. 

In like manner, speaking to a girl 
is a proximate occasion (of sin) to 
him who, out of every ten times, U 
wont to fall twice or thrice into car- 
nal sin, or into deliberate carnal de- 
light. 

Daily frequenting a tavern or a 
girl is considered a proximate occa- 
sion (of sin) in respect to him who, 
on (hat account' falls twice or thrice 
a month into like mortal sin. 

P. Du Jardin is of the same opin- 
ion, p. 51, respecting the daily ad 
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cujus officii licet honesli : v. g. Me- 
dici, Coiifessarii, Causidiei, M crou- 
tons, si inde qnia bis terve per men- 
sem deliberate cade re sol cat et p. 
58, conclude Confessarium ohligari 
ad dcserendum illud ministerium. 


Obj. Confcssarius ille quotidic 
occupatus in minister] o audiondi 
confessiones, rarissime cadit com- 
parativc ad vices quibns non cadit; 
ergo ministerium audiendi confes- 
sion es respeetu illiuu non est oc- 
casio proxima. 

JL Nego cons, quia ille, licet non 
comparative, absolute tauten fre- 
quenter cadit; qui.cnim por si ngu- 
los menses committeret duo vel 
tria injusta homicidia, dicerctur 
absolute frequenter commifcterc 
homieidium ; ille Confessanus to- 
tics occidit an imam sutun. — Dons, 
torn. (1, p. 175, 


ministration of any office, however 
honest; fo r i n stan ee, o f a phy s i ci an , 
a confessor, a lawyer, a merchant, 
if any should, on that account, be 
accustomed to fall deliberately two 
or three times a month ; and page 
53, lie concludes, that the Confes- 
sor is hound to abandon that 

ministry- 

V 

Obj. That Confessor every day 
occupied in the ministry of hearing 
confessions falls very seldom in 
comparison with the times he does 
not Fail ; therefore, the ministry of 
hearing confessions is not with re- 
spect to him a proximate occasion 
(of sin). 

Answer. I deny the consequence, 
because he. though not compara- 
tively, does, however, absolutely fall 
frequently; for he who would com- 

* V / 

mit two or three unjust homicides 

V 

every month should be said aliso- 
lutely to commit homicide frequent- 
ly ; so often does that Confessor 
slay his own soul. -Dens, v. fi, p. 175. 


A CONFESSING PRIEST. 

:4 It, is paid that there is among ihe creeping things of this earth a certain nox- 
ious and destructive animal called Anaconda. It is recorded of this animal, foul, 
filthy, ami ugly as lie is, that when he is hungry and seizes upon an object which 
he desiies to destroy and subsequently devour, lie takes it with him to his den or 
place of retreat. There at his case, unseen and Mono with his prey, he is aaid to 
cover it with siime, and then and there swallow it. I now declare most solemnly 
and serionsly, that after twenty-lire years in full communion with the Roman Cath- 
olic Church, and officiating as a Romish priest, hearing confessions and confessing 
mj3elf, 1 know not another reptile in all animal nature so filthy so much to be 
shunned, and loathed, and dreaded by females, both married and single, aa a 
•Homan Catholic priest or bishop who practices the degrading and demoralizing 
office of auricular confession/’ — Slogan. 

“A Romish priest is a victim of social and moral contradiction : — horn of a 
•woman, yet not a sou ; a most complaisant wooer, yet insensible to love : having 
children but not a father; a proprietor of houses, but without a home ; the most 
degraded of subjects, u*d the njost exalted of potentates; pure as an angel, yet 
jrnore corrupt than a Sodomite ; the usurper of the throne of God, and the slave of 
\he most debasing sensuality; at once the most austere devotee to the gods of his 
own creation, and the most arrogant blasphemer of God his Maker— a deity- 
creating, god-devouring assassin, lie is a moral Skunk, whose ofi'ensive properties 
nnd destructive habits make the creature at once an object of dread, loathsomeness, 
and aversion. He is an embodiment of brute and demon combined in one char- 
acter, the Cobra that defiles and destroys. He is an unscrupulous mwmerhl, ex- 
posing the nakedness and perverting the faculties of those who put themselves under 
his influence. He is a most venomous nondescript, and agent of Satan, for trans- 
forming men and women into *seles3 or malignant beings .” — Doctrines of Chris- 
tianity and Dogmas of Romanism . Price fourpence, 3, Craven St. Strand. /,o«A>», ]F. 
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ON JUST CAUSES FOR PERMITTING MOTIONS OF 

SENSUALITY. 


llujusmodi just# causte sunt au- 
ditto eonfessionum, lectio ei^uum 
cooscieotiee pro Confessario. servi- 
tium necessarium vel utile prajstitum 

iufirmo. 

Justo causa facere potest tit opus 
aliquod, ex quo motus oriuntur, non 
tantuin licite inchoetur ecd etiam 
licitc cootiouetur : efc ita Oonfeesa- 
fius ex auditicne confcssionis cos 
percipiens, doq ideo ab auditione 
abstinere debet, sed jastam babet 
perseverandi rationem, tnodo fcamea 
ipsi motus illi semper displieeant, 
oec itide oriatur prnxirnum peric'u- 
lum consensus. — Pens, tom. 1, pp. 

299, 300. 


Just causes of this sort are, the 
bearing of confessions, the reading 
of eases of conscience drawn up for a 
Confessor, necessary or us-sful attend- 
ance on an invalid. 

The effect of a just cause is suou, 
that anything from which motion* 
arike may be qofc only lawfully 
begun, but also lawfully continued : 
and so the Confessor receiving those 
motions from the hearing of confer- 
sions, ought not on that accouut to 
abstain from hearing them, but ha* 
a just cause for persevering, provid- 
ing, however, that they always dis- 
please him, and there arise net there- 
from the proximate danger of con- 
sent. — Dens, r. 1, pp. 299, 300. 


I 


Thus it appears to be a matter of course, that hearing confessions is tkjusl 
tausc for entertaining sensual motions. Dens explains “sc usual motions” to 
be, “ sharp tingling sensations of sensual delight shooting through the body, 
and exciting to corporeal pleasures. ” Now, if a lady appears modest. the 
Confessor is instructed that “that modesty must be overcome, or else he is 
authorized to deny her absolution. ” “ Pudorem ilium superandum esse, et 

nolonti deuegandam esse absolutionem. ” — De la Ilogue de pacti.. p. G8. • 

Attendance upon invalids ! ! is also a just cause for sensual motions. After 
reading this, who would marry a frequenter of the confessional ? Only think 
of allowing a wife or daughter to go alone to confession to such beastly sen- 
aualists, or of permitting such hideous in ousters to cuter their sick chamber, 
especially when they are recovering ! 


Circa quoe special! ter oxuiniuari 
possunt adolesoentes cetatis circiter 
vigiuti annorum, satis vegoti et mua- 
dani, vcl potui dediti ? 

11. Circa peceafcu luxu^ite, primo 
per generates interrogailones et a 
longinquo : v. g. an pomitctis fre- 
quentet personas altcrius sexiis ? Si! 
coneedat: an sint dicta qu&dami 
verba icboncsto ? Quid scout uni ? | 
&c, Si neget, potest inquiri : An 
aliquando vexetur inhoueslis cogi- 
fatiouibus vel somniia? Si nfhrmct, 


About what can young men bo 
specially examined at the age of 
about twenty years, sufficiently vig- 
orous and like men of tho world, or 
given to drink ? 

Answer* About the sins of luxury, 
first by general questions and from 
afar : for example, whether the peni- 
tent frequents persons of the other 
sex ? If ho allows that he does, 
whether any improper words were 
said? What followed, &c. If ho 
answer in the negative, it- can bo 
asked, whether he is at unv time 
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ad interrogations alteriores progredi I tormented with improper thoughts or 
oport-et. dreams? If he says Yes, it is fit to 

proceed to further questions. 

Badem prudentiac forma observa- The same form of prudence shall 
bitur circa adolesceotulum vcl mu- be observed about a young girl, or a 
Jierem vane comptam. — Dens, torn. G, woman vainly decked. — Dens, v, 6, 
p. 125. p. 125. 

In speaking of interrogating young men and women, Bailly uses almost 
the same words, viz. : 


Prudcns Confmarius quantum 
poterit pocnitentiutn fiduciam ore 
benigno adaugeat, a gcncralioribus 
ad specialiora, a minus turpibus arf 
turpiora procedaf, «ec exordium 
ducat a faotis externis sed a cogita- 
tion ib us ? An pocnitcus inhoaestas 
cogitationes non volverct auimo in- 
ad vertonter ? Quale fait istud desi- 
deriuitt ? An motus illicitos non fuit 
expert as ? 


Si puclla sit. inlcrroganda erit an 
ornaverit so ut placerct homibus '? 
•An in liunc finem foco usa fuerit ? 
An brachia, aa humeros, an pectus 
denudaverit? An temp! a frequen 
taverit ut in limine vel fenestra a*se 
ostendcret ut conspiccretur ? An 
cum. aliis quid turpe dixerit. aut 
legcrit, aut. cantavent. ? An non 
cuipiom iengriori amore ad otcrea l i 
An nihil ei circa se permiscu it ? Aw 
oscula pass a non sit ? Quod si u lie 
rioribus interrogatiouibus dettsr leeu*. 
ministerium suum implcbit (yonfe^su- 
rius, sed prudenter admodum et <nr- 
oamspccte. — Bailly, toiu. V, p. 8Gd. 


An quispiam voto castiiatis cb 
?trictus facit contra suum votum. m 
aliis personis liberissit casu libidluis: 
v. g. si consuiat aliis ut ilii inter so 
fornioentur ? 


It. Peccat poeeato soandali. et ' .*i /.-vavv*. 


The prudent Confessor will en- 
deavor, as much as possible, to in- 
duce his confidence by kind words, 
and then proceed from </«ncral to 
particular questions — from lest 
shameful to more shameful things; 

; not beginning from external acts, 
but from thoughts, such as, Has not 
the penitent been troubled, inads 
vertently as it were, with improper 
cogitations? Of what kind was the 
thought indulged? Did he expe- 
rience any unlawful sensations? 

If tho penitent be ti girl, let licr 
be asked — Hus she ornamented her- 
self in dress so as to please the male 
sex? or, for the same end, has she 
painted herself; or bared her arms, 
her shoulders, or her bosom? Who- 
tbor she has frequented Church in 

order that she misfit show herself to 

• ••• 

be looked at in tho porch, or at tho 
window ? AY bother in company with 
i others she hud spoken, road, or sung 
anytliinir immodest? Whether she 
is not attached ro some one ? Who* 

I ther she has not allowed him to take 
liberties with her? AY bother she 
has not allowed i.im to kis-s her? 
But if opportunity shall offer for 
carrying the inquiry further, tho 
Confessor will do his duty, but how- 
| ever, prudently and cautiously. — 
i Bailly, vol. y> 8GG 

wi * * I 

| Does any one bound by a vow of 
chastity act au?nnst Ids vow if he be 
the cause of Wchery to others who 
j arc free from such vow; for instance, 
if h« «d vise others to commit foraica- 
• t ton with ia« an other ? 

! A n-:U\ r , — He is uuih\ of ( tie si a 
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ht reus fot&icafcionis iilorum ; v«rum- of scandal. and stands arraigned ot 
tamon non videtur violare votum , their fornication ; however, he does 
prcprium mere ob fornioationem not seem to violate his own vow 
aliorum, si absit complaceutia pro- ! merely on account of the fornication 
pm, quia non vovit servare casfcita- of others, if ho feel no complacency 
tom alienam Bed propriam, sicuti himself, because he has made no vow 
oonjugatus id consulens non pcccat j to preserve the chastity of others, but 
eantra fidern matrimonii sui. j his owu, just as a married man ad- 

vising it does not sin against the faith 
of his matrimony i ! ! 

Obj. Vovens castitatem vovefc non Obj. Ho that makes a vow of 
cooperavi aut con sen tire ulli peccato chastity, vows not to co-operate 
contra castitatem. with or consent to any sin against 

chastity. 

R. Id negatur. — Dens, tom. 4, Answer. That is denied. — Dens, 
p. 377. vol. 4, p. 377. 

An Confessarius potest ahsolvere Can a Confessor absolve a young 
sponsam, dutn cognoscit cx sola con- woman betrothed in marriage, whilst 
fessione sponsi, quod sponsa in con- he knows, solely from the confession 
feBsionc reticeat fornicationem babi- of the betrothed husband, that she 


tam cum sponso . 


R. Varias repeWo opiniones : La 


does not disclose in her confession 
the fornication she lms been guilty of 
with her betrothed ? 

Answer. I find various opinions; 

t . n ♦ .1*1 i * ■ 


Croix, lib. 9, p. u. 1969, exislimat La Croix thinks that she ought not 
sponsam non esse abaolvendam, sed to be absolved, but that the Coufessor 


dissimulantcr dicendum; Mimre.atur should dissemble* and say Muerea- 
tui, Ac., ita ut ipsa igooret sibi ah- tur tui , Ac., so that she may not 
solutionem negari. know that absolution has been denied 


solution em negari. 


her. 


Prudentes Confessarii sclent ct Prudent Con fosse vs arc* wont, and 
itatuunt regu lari ter inquirere ab D.V it down as a rule regularly ? o 
pmnibus sponsip ntrntn occasion e all betrothed young women, 

n . * .a . / • « ^ V *.^ • 


perniiscrmt oscuJa cl alias inajores tnem any improper ttumghts 
libertates ad invicem ex eo, quod whether they permitted kisses and 
forte putaverint jam sibi plura licerc ? other greater alternate liberties, be- 

i cause perhaps they thought that 

greater freedoms were now allowed 
them f 

Cum verecu?idia soloa^i magis cor- And sinco the young woman 
ripere sponsam, propterea solemus rjlor c under the influence of modesty, 
prius in con fessione audire spoosum, we are wont for that reason to hear 
<t sponsa posfcea confldentius expo- the betrothed husband's coufessiou 
nat quod novit jam esse notum Con- flrst, that slie may a fiber war dn tnor.* 
lessario. . confidently • reveal to the Cojd‘>*->or 

what she knows to be known h.-,/ 

j already. 


_ | * • . 

f • • : 

• ti 


fm 


*Even whon the priwl acts in the capacity <»f (toil Iks may prsmiiso j 


4b 

Adduat aliqui sponsura, qui prius t Some divines add, that the be- 
coufitetur, nosse induci. ut dicat trothed husband, who makes his con- 
sponsao so * peccatum illud apbrte fession first, can be induced to tell 
<>fise eonfessum. Post confessionem her that ln : has openly confessed that 
sponsse id non licet amplius. Dens, sin. After the young woman’s con- 
tom. 6, pp. 239, 240. fession, that would be no longer iu 

’ - the Confessor’s power. — Dens, v. 6, 

pp. 239. 240. 

We can assure our readers that the following extracts are from the 

MORAL THEOLOGY 11 ! of the celebrated Peter Dens. 


Quid cst morosa delectatio? ! 

R. Est volmitaria complaccnfcia 
circa obj ectum illicit um abseque vi - 
luntate implendi seu exequendi opus. 

— Dens, tom. 1, p. 303. 

An licita est delectatio morosa de 
opere jure naturae prohibito, sed sine 
culpa formal! hie ct nunc posito, v. g. 
delectatio de pollutiouc nocturua in- 
voluutaria ? 

R. Keg. quia objectum delccta- 
tionis est intrinsccus malum, adco- 
que deliberata delectatio de ea est 
mala. 

Multi taraen, ut Salman licenses, 
Vasquez Billuarfc, Antoine, Ac., 
putaut quod licet illicifcum sit delcc- 
tari de liomicidio, ebrietate, Ac., 
involuotarie commissis, illicitum la- 
ment non sit ob finem bcaum, de 
pollutione mere natural] ct involuu- 
taria delectari : vel affectu simplici 
ct inefficaei earn dcsidcrare. 

Hujus sententisc etiam cst S. En- 
tonius, parte 2, tit. 6, cap 5. 

Dictur “ affectu simplici et inef- 
ficaci;” quia si desideretur eflica- 
citer. ita ut ex dcsiderio pollutio 
causetur, vd media ut cvcuiat ad- 
hibeautur, cerium est juxta omnes 
quod sit peccatum mortale. Ratio 
horum Auctorum est, quod pollutio 
mere natoralis ct involuntaria nullo 
jure prohibeatur ; cum sit cffcctus 
mere naturalis, seu mera naturm 
evacuatio, ut sudor, saliva, &c., ae 


What is morose delight ? 

Answer. Tt is a voluntary com- 
pldccnce about an illicit object with- 
out a wish of performing or executing 
the work. — Dons, vol. 1, p. 303. 

Is morose delight ailowed oq a 
thing prohibited by the law of na- 
ture, but here and now having taken 
place without a formal fault • lor in- 
stance, delight on nocturnal involun- 
tary pollution? 

Answer, Ko; because the object 
of the delight is intribsically bad; 
aud therefore deliberate delight re- 
specting it is also bad. 

Although many think that it is 
unlawful to delight on homioide, 
drunkenness, Ac., involuntarily conu 
mitted; it is not unlawful, however, 
on account of the good eud, to dellight 
on merely natural and involuntary 
pollution, or to dusirc it with a 
simple and inefficacious affection.* 

Of this opinion also is Saint 
Antony, part 2. tit. 6, chap. 5. 

They say. u with » simple and 
inefficacious affection ; ” because, if it 
be desired efficaciously, so as that 
the pollution be caused by the de- 
sire, or if rneaus he employed that 
it may happen, it is certain, accord- 
ing to all that it is a mortal sin. 
The roason of these Authors is 
that pollution merely natural and 
involuntary is prohibited by no law ; 
since it is a merely natural effect, or 


* What a. pure Saint 2—vrbat. <!«>«& he oonsuler is tho "good end ” to be gained? 




proin do nequidem mafcerialiter eeu a mere evacuation of nature, like 
objective mala unde illam ut talem sweat, saliva, &c. ; and therefore it 
inefficaciter veil? non est peccatum. ; is by no means materially or objec- 
— Pens, tom. 1, pp. 310, 11. tively Iwd; whence it is not a sin to 

wish for it ineflicaciously as such.—' 
* Dens, v. 1, pp- 310, 11. 
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ON REFUSING OR DENYING MARRIAGE PUTT. 



In omni peecato carnali circum- 
•trtantia conjugii sit exprimeuda in 
confessione. 

An aliquando interrogandi sunt 
conjugate in confessione circa nega- 
tion cm debiti ? 

R. Affirmative: presertim inuli— 
eres, quae ex jgnorantia vel prae pu- 
dore peccatum istud quandoque reti- 
cent : verum non nbrupto, sed pru- 
denter est interrogatio instituenda : 
v. g. an cum marito rixatae siut, quae 
Jiujusmodi rixarum causa ; num 
propter talem ocensionem raaritis 
debitum negarint; quod si del* 
uisse futeantur, caste ioterrogari 
ebent, an nihil sccutuni fucrit con- 
tineutiao conjugali eontrarium, v. g. 

pollutio, &c. — Pens, tom, 7, p. HO. 


Ilinc uxor se accusans in confes- 
iionc qued negaverit debitum intcr. 
rogetur, an maritus cx pleno rigore 
jure-. suiid petiverit: idque C“11igetur 
cx eo, quod petiverit insranter, quod 
graviter . fuerit offensns, quod aver, 
sionis vcl alia mala sint secuta, de 
quibus etiam se aecusarc^ldbet, quia 


In every carnal sin let the cir cam- 
stance of marriage be expressed in 
confession. 

Arc the married to be at any time 
asked in confession about denying the 
marriage duty ? 

Answer. Yes : particularly the 
WOMEN, who, through ignorance 
or modesty, are sometimes silent on 
that sin : but the question is not to be 
put abruptly, but to be framed pru„ 
dently: for instance, whether they 
have quarreled with their husbands 
— what was the cause of these quar. 
rcls — whether they did upon such 
occasion deny their husbands the 
marriage duty ; but if they acknowl- 
edge they have transgressed, they 
ought to be asked chastely whether 
anything followed contrary to conju- 
gal continence, namely pollution,* 
&c. — Dens, v. 7, p. 149. 

Hence let the wile, accusing her- 
self in confession of having denied 
the marriage duty, be asked whether 
the husband demanded it with the 
fall rf/our of his right; and that 
shall be inferred from his having 
demanded it instantly, from his hav. 
ing been grievously offended, or 



3 Thn following is a tolcraMy mtnuto description, considering that the author was 
* sworn to celibacy froio early vouih 


Notatur, qaod polbifio in tnulicribus { 
■quandoque possit perfici, ita ut semen 
earuin non eftluat extra mctnbruai geni- 
tal e ; indicium istius atlcgat Billuart, ei 
ecillioet sentint se minis resol ilioncm cum 
smgno voiuptatis sensu, qua compkta 
psussio eatiatur— Dens, tom. 4, p. 


It is remarkod that women may bo some- 
times guilty of imperfect pollution, even 
without a flow of their semen to tho out- 
side of their genital member \tho passage) 
of which Billuart alloges a proof:— If, for 
instance, the woman feels a loosening of 
the semen, with a great sense of pleasure, 
which being completed, her passion is 
satiated. — Dens, v. 4, p. 380. 


t 
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fait cornm causa: eoatra ei confite- t from aversion or any other evib 
atur rixas vel aversiones adversus having followed, of which she ought 
maritum interrogari potest; an de- also to accuse herself, because 6he 
bitum negaverit ? — Pens, tom. 7, was the cause of them. On the 
p .150. other hand, if sho confess that there 

exist quarrels and aversions between 
her and her husband, sho can be 
[asked whether she has denied the 
j marriage duty. — Pens, v. 7, p. 150. 

9 

Thus, if a married woman confesses, that in sulk, or whim, or for any 
other reason, she has not rendered duo benevolence, she is compelled to 
give the Confessor a full, true, and particular account of the way in which 
her husband insisted upon his right, viz., whether in anjier and with 
threats, or with entreaties and coaxing endearments. In this manner tbe 
Confessor not only ferrets out the most secret acts of the married, but also 
ascertains, whenever he chooses, What is the peculiar mettle of the husband 
and disposition of the wife. 

The following passages from tho ‘‘Moral Theology^ of Pailly, the reader 
will perceive, are almost word for word the same as those selected from 
Dens on the same subject: — 


An teneantur coDjuges reddere 
debitum ? 

R . Eos teneri sub pcecato mor- 
tali; quia res est per se gravis; 
cum inde nascan'ur rixac, odia, dis- 
eeneioues. Dum vel expressc vel 
tacite exigitur, dum petitur verbis 
vel signis (inquit S. Thomas). — 
Railly, tom. 4, p. 483. 

Pixi outeui Io. utrumque eonju* 
gemteDeri; in eo enirn pares sunt 
ambo conjuges, ut patet cx verbis 
Apostoli. 

Pixi 2o. cos teneri sub peceato 
mortali quia res est per se gravis, 
cum inde xiaseantur rixce, odia dis- 
sensioncs parsque debito fraudata 
iucontinentiac periculo exponatur: 
quod leihale est. Iline Parochus 
aut per se in Tribunal! Pcenitcntiac. 
aut saltern, et quidem aliquando 
prudentitis, piac matris ministerio, 
cdocere debet spouses et praeserti ui 
sponsas, quid io hac parte observan- 
dani sit. Cum vero mulercs ejus— 
modi psccata ia eonfessione sacra- 
mentali, prac pudore aut ignorantia 
uon raro rcticeunt, exj»cdit aliquando 


Are married persous bound to 
render the marriage debt ? 

Answer. They arc bound under 
pain of mortal gin, because the mat- 
ter is of itself important, since from 
thence arise quarrels, hatred.* , dis- 
sensions. It must bo Tendered when 
it is required expressly or tacitly, 
when sought alter by means of words 
or signs (saith St. Thomas). 

But I have said that each is 
bound ; for in this affair both maa 
and wife arc equal, as is clear from 
the words of the apostle. 

I have said in the second placo, 
that they arc bound under mortal 
sin, because it is a weighty affair in 
itself, since it is the active cause of 
quarrels, hates, dissensions, abd 
since the party defrauded of duty is 
exposed to the danger of inconti- 
nence, which is a deadly sin ; hence 
the Parish Priest, either himself 
personally in the Tribunal of Pen- 
ance (tho Confessional), or at 
least, and sometimes more pru- 
dently, by the ngeucy of a pious 
matron, ought to inform married 
persons, and partieulary married 
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women, of what they should observe 
with respect to this matter. Bat 
si-ice women, through modesty or 
ignorance, not unfrcqucntly conceal 
sins of that sort iu sacramental 
confession, it is expedient sometimea 
to interrogate them concerning those 
sins, but cautiously, pnideatiy, not 
abruptly : for instance, it may be 
asked whether there have bceu any 
dissensions between her and her 
husband — what was the cause — and 
what the effect of them — whether 
she has on that account denied to 
her husband what is due to him by 
the laws of marriage ? — Bailly, vol. 
4, p. 482. 

He then gives thirteen reasons for excusing the parties from paying the 
marriage debt. We shall quote only two or three of them, viz : 

Si exigens reruisse pefcafc. If the party demanding asks it 

carelessly ! ! 

V 

Si petens sit in ebrictate vel If the party demanding be drunk 
amentia. — Bailly, tom. 4, p. 485. i or mad. — -Bailly, vol. 4, p. 485. 

Si conjux unus, saepius ac immo- i If one party demands too often 
derate petal ! ! ! and immoderately. 

Debitum nec reddi potest nee The debt can neither be paid nor 
peti in loco publico, nec coram libo- demanded iu a public place, nor be* 
ris, aut domcsticis; neo co modo, fore children or domestics!!! nor in 
qui sit contra naturam. — Bailly, tom. that manner which is contrary to 
4, p. 486. nature. — Bailly, vol. 4, p. 486. Hub* 

lin editiou. 

He goes on to ask as to u When wives arc excused from rendering pay 

ment of the aforesaid debt ? ” viz : 

% 

An frequentes abortus a readi- j Ho frequent abortions exempt the 
tionc dobiti mulicrcm cximant ? woman from rendering the debt ? 

An temper ibus menstrui fluxus, Gan the debt be lawfully de- 
puciperii et gravitati? debitum licitc mauded, or at least rendered, at the 
peti aut saltefii reddi protest?” — time of the monthly terms, child* 
p. 487. birth, or pregnancy ? 

An justa sit debitum denegandi I Is it a just cause for refusing the 
causa, quod proles a muliore ablac- debt because the wornau is Buckling 
tntur ? — Bailly, tom. 4, pp. 486 the offspring ?— Bailly, vol. 4, pp. 
7, 9. Dublin editiou. 436, 7, 9. Dublin edition. 

Ur next prooeeds with a few Miscellaneous Estimates, such as 

An licitum sit conjugibus matri- Is it lawful for married person* 
amnio uteutibus optare non inde using matrimony to wish that thence 
oriri prolem ? offspring should not be born ? 


de iis illas interrogare, sed canto et 
prudenter, non ex abrupto : v. g. 
inquiri potest an disidia fuerint inter 
cam et conjugem, quae eorum causoe, 
qui effectus, an propterea marito 
denegaverit quod ex conjugii legibus 
ei dfcbetur. — Bailly, Tract, de ma_ 
trimo,, p. 482. 
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An Uncut matrimonii usum petere Is it permitted to demand the use 
propter vitandam compartis mcon- j of matrimony, for the purpose of 
imejuiam i j avoiding incontinence in the part- 


ner * 


An licitum sit. matrimonio nti ' Is it lawful to use matrimony 

a ^ k a € % “m. • i v 


jiropter voluptatem ?— Bailly, tom. solely for pleasure ?— Bailly, vol. 4. 

A A A 1 a cn ri.-i.T!.. . J: 


4, p. 481. 

Per accideus ejns modi intemper- 


V ^ M a 

p. 481 . Dublin edition* 

By accident intemperance of this 

1 * 1 1 1 ^ I k _* Wr 


antia potest esse Icthalw 1. Si kind may be a deadly sin 1. If 
immoderate sit, ac noceat valctudini it be immoderate and injures the 

♦ ♦ A® 1 1 i ^ 


ftivc exigentis debitum sive reddentis. health of either party. 2. If the 

O O * 4 ' I • *1 L J */ 

W. 1 111 n JTS I 4 ^ I r 1 • ~W Ok 


2. Si conjux a aliam, non conjugem married jmrty intends another and 
intendityUt expr esse docetS. Thomas, not their own partner!!! as St. 

4 A A O >i4« a a. 4 A a j. rt 1 1 1 1 * r m ■* . .. . . . 


in 4 dist. 81, quest, 2. art. 8. 3. Si Thomas expressly teaches. 3. If 

itafrcqucns ut impediat tempora, it be so frequent as to interrupt the 

mine debentur oration i. ut CmOT , l io fVi n il M A 4 /\ HI is ^ a,, cn a ... 


MV JL ^ | nr w B4\r m-m ^ VV #.JUL 1 VA A V.t Jk/ V V A 4 V 

quo© debentur orationi, ut apertis time due to prayer,* as St. Augus- 
verbis tradit Augustinus. — Bailly, tine openly maintains. — Bailly, v. 4, 

4 Am A A QO I J A A "IN *14 « ■ . • 


tom. 4, p. 482. 

Si constet alterum conjugem esse 


p« 482. Dublin edition. 

If it bo manifest that one of the 


adulter um potest pars innoccns parti married parties be guilty of adultery, 
adulterse debitum denegare? — Non can the innocent refuse the debt to 

ACiIadI- OAM KtOfi V. ! 5 1 i . 1 1 • . •* •*. i. _ 


potest conjux conjugi adulter o debi- the guilty party ? A married part v 
turn denegare, si ejusdem criminis cannot refuse the debt to the one 

*■11 A T* All n /all 1 n X .. - _ a. i • 1 . A a a . » 


ille reus sitq-qma tunc est compcn- guilty of adultery, if that party be 
satio ; quinimo nec idem potest pars guilty of the same crime— because 

irniAAon a a t Z ^ .1 • . . ■ . « • 


innocens, si injuriam condonaverit ; then there is compensation ; neither, 
e. g. debitum sponte reddendo vel moreover, can the innocent partv do 

ollO A VY^ Ami n 1 * 1 • ^ • V 
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alia amons conjugalis sign a exhi- the same (viz., refuse) if the injury 

honriA RaiIK, a „ 4 rf i , , 7 o j. 


bendo. — Bailly, tom. 4, p. 485. 


has been pardoned — as, for example, 
by spontaneously rendering the debt, 
I or by exhibiting other signs of con- 
jugal love. — Bailly, vol. 4, p. 485. 


Liguori outers more fully into this subject, and apparently with great 
familiarity. We shall now give a few extracts from his works, viz : 


, . qua&ritur I. An aliquando 
“vir teneatur pctcrc. Per se loquen- 


do, non tenetur pcterc : tenetur 
vero per accidens, nimirum si uxor 
tacite exigat; puta si ostendat ali- 
quod indicium, quo tacitam peti- 
tionem significet ; quia in mulieribus 
ob innatam ctiam verecundiam talia 
signa habentur pro vera pctitione. 
Ita communitcr Sanch. lib. 9. d. 2. 
n. 3. et alii universe ex divo Thoma 
Suppl. 3, q. G 4 , art. 2. ubi : Quango 


Here it is asked, 1st, Is the 
husband sometimes bound to de- 
mand the debt? Speaking of itself, 
he is not bound to demand ; but he 
is by accident bound, namely, if the 
wife should tacitly require it, for 
instance, if she shows some token, by 
which she signifies a tue.it demaud \ 
because in the case of women, on 
account of their innate modesty, 
such signs arc held iifthe place of 
real demand. Thus commonly 


Ttk 5 *" T <s 0 ? fi “f d t0 ^ *R- «-d dim. in which 
Ai.go.tic. eg. are »lh« OOUO,r7 ’ “ *“ 07ents - th « e i»‘«rupU, M of the 
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vir porripit per aliqun sigi!::. qucul - ; .Sam-hex. Ac.. universally I:»2<1 from 
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nxor vclle t si’)? <leb i Lorn voddi. Si. Thoums, where be savs. “■ Whoa 
propter verccuudiam facet . , U j u* i !ur 1 1 <)«• hudoitid p er:: 0 : from any 

reddcre. .10 Converse. m*ir dicit Sun- tha? tUv wife wishiw the debt 

f, 

chez u, (k min Soto t-r i ni.io, ox to i>o |>:i"rL tus account of her 

eodcm 1 ). . 1 1*0211. i ; i o. 32 . 0 • iiio- icstr !.*■ '-den?:, he is Hound to 
• • » 

lime. art. b. ad 2. turn ir.ueri : pnv (a-.- «;»•!*.? . I K s tire contrary, 

» 4* ^ / 

mall ore in rethlcro viro. u!.-i Hsv < \ Sania**:/. A:-.. ri'-isilv .-ay, accordin'; 

* 1 t* mf 

presse point: cuiu '-•••) pud* at : to ihr .saniv St. Thomas, that the 
virus express oxigere, ben.- possuui ; wife is not b vital U\ juy the debt to 
uxoros presumere quod ur; trxpiv^se j fho husband iin!oy ho expressly 
non potent os no-lint insr.s ohlqrarc ad dorajiuds it, for since tin* husband# 

i 4 1 

petendum ; imo ego seiitio. iiec posse. Jure not ashamed r.,c nros? i y io <ie- 
quin neqnit morbus <ib«iringt?re mu- j munch wives may well presume that 
Herein, at cum taut a sui vnjb;>:t\»»- r husbands not o v prea^y demanding 


.’ho i*o no says, •*■ When 

W 

perceives from any 
wile wishes the debt 
:i tus account of her 
km?., he is bound to 
t * 5 the contrary, 

■o ' 

rightly : ; ay, according 
St. Thomas, that the 


lierem, uc cum taut a sc.-i rruhcscea- r hu.soaiids not oxpre^y demanding 
tm deb it mu petal. 1H<’> turnon arc un willing to cbliW^ the wives to 

4 I > 

excipit Saudi. 1*. <*♦ cum :■>. Anlonm. demand ; nay, 1 am of opinion that 
Nav. Syly. et Alumni, u\A fulis , they are not aide, inasmuch as the 
onibescentut points prmsmnaUir all- ! husband cannot bind the wife to 
qtuuido (quod tv.de rum raro aeeidit) : demand it. with all her blushing 
esse ex parte viri, quant fcniin:e ; modesty, ft is, however, rightly 
pula si ilia esset maxima' auetorllatis, excepted by Sanchez, and others, 


non tenetur uxor reddero, nisi evi- than that of the woman, as for 
d enter, ei coustet de Lac pusilhuri- j instance, if she happens to possess* 
mitate et pudore mnritt. — Lignori, ! greater authority (that, is, wear the. 
tom. 6, n. 92S. j hrvcchesS or be of a fierce disposi- 

1 lion, and the husband should happen 
| to be very pusillanimous ami bashful. 
JJut Sanchez very properly suggests, 

I that, as a general rule, the wife is 
not bound to pay the debt, unless 
this pusillanimity and shame on. the 
part of the husband are very evident 
j to her. — Tig. vol. 6, n. 019. 

Quandt. XL An uxor teneotur ali- j It is asked, 2d, whether the wife 
quando petere debitnm. Cerium is sometimes bound to demand the 
est prime, ordinario non teneri uxo- debt. It is certain, in the first place, 
rem ad pudendum, qut hoe est that the wife is not ordinarily bound 
mulieribus notabiliter invereenndum. to demand the debt, because this ia 
Certuiu sceuudo, quod, cum alter j notoriously immodest on the part ot 
eonjux est in periculo incontiueutite, j women. It is certaiu, in the second 
tam vir qnrnn uxor tenealur petere i place, that when either husband or 
ad iiberandum aHerum a periculo. wife is in danger of incontinence, 
ita comtmiilcr I’ontins I. 10. c, 2. they arc. both equally bound to do-, 
num. 3. 8auch. 1 . 9. d. 2. n. 9.: mand the debt, in order to free the 
cum Soto, Adr, etc, ao Boss. c. I.} other from the danger. Thus com-; 
n. 17. cum Filliuo. Ilenr. etc. Sed j monly Pontius, & c.. think. But it 
duhium fit, an tenentur uxor tunc i becomes 11 doubt whether the wife 
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petere ex caritate, vcl ex justitia. be in that case bound to demand ii 

•Prim a seatentia, quam tenent Pont, from charity or from a sense of jus. 

1. c. ot Boss. n. 21. cum Led. Hcnr. tice. The first, opinion , which is 

Diana ct P. Soto dicit teneri ex held by Pontius, kc., declares they 

justitia. Ratio, quia cum tcncan- ; are bound so to do from a sense of 

. 9 7 n « « _ — . 


ipsa 


^ L ; *uwvmwiii/uv^ ? * * * mat tsirt, a.lv llUlt^SX 

nuna fidei servitur vita n do alterius the other does not demand still 
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iucontioeoliam ; idooque time potius necessity itself requires that good 
est redditio, quam petitio debiti. faith should be observed in avoiding 
Oonfirmatur exemplo: si enirn medi- the incontinence of the other, and 
ecus teacatur ex c-ontvactu modcri therefore in that case it is a rcmlr- 
aegroto, t-ouctug. ex justitia exhibere mg rather than a danondmg of the 
ei ujcdiciaam, quam vis die non debt. This is confirmed by example 
pet-at. Sccunda vero eeutentia, quto — for if » physician is bound by 
videtur probability: et quam tenent ! contract to heal the sick, he is bound 
Sanchez diet, d, 2. num 7. cum. Pal. in justice to offer him medicine nl* 
ob Duran do, ac Con. apud B 033 . n, though the patient may not demand 
22, dicit teneri tan turn ex carit&tc* . it. But the second opinion, which 
xuitio, quia, ubi nulla est petitio j seems, more "probable ^ and which i ? 
alterius conjugia expressa vel tacita, \ maintained by Sanchez, &o., affirms 
nulla adest obligatio justitim ad ; that they are hound only by charity, 
reddendum. Ad bonum autem fidei The reason is. that wlien there i« no 
matrimonii spectat quidern, ut con- petition, express or tacit, on the 
jux non adulteretur, non vero ut part of either, there is no obligation 
avertat alfccrum ab adulterio; licit of justice to pay the debt But it 
onim. hoc etiam quodammodo per- belongs indeed to the good faith of 
tineat ad bonum fidei, non tamen | matrimony, that the husband should 
ita pertinet, ut strietc obliget cx- not commit adultery, but not that he 
justitia ad pedenduw : idco a D. should avert the other from achd- 
Thoma hujusmodi petitio non dicitur terp ; for although this also may io 
absolutt) rodditio, sed quiedam red- some measure pertain to good faith, 
difcio debiti; et hoc adducit S. | it does not, however, so far pertain 
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Doctor tautum ad excusandum pe- 
tentem, si petat ad vitandam incon- 

J • M • * ft . 


that it should strictly oblige from a 
sense of justice to demand; and or» 


tmentiam m altero, non vero ad | that account a demand of this kind i» 
obligandum ut ^ petat. Nee obstat | not said by St. Thomas to be abso- 
esxemplum medici; medicos enim lutelya rendering but only a certain 
tenetur ulique prmbere medicinan rendering of the debt; and this is 
infir mo non petenti, quia, cx con- adduced by the holy Doctor only to 
tractu so obligavit ad cum curan- ; excuse the party demanding, if ho 
dam : conjux autera so obligavit ad j demands it in order to avoid incon - 
non frangendam fidem, non vero ad j tinencc in the other, but not to oblige 
unpediendum alterum quominua him to demand it! Nor does the 
fidsm frangat. Bx hac seutentia instance of the physician militate 
mrertur quod conjux, cum non tene- against this, for the - nhvsician is 
atur ox justitia, sed tantum ex oari- b?und, as it were, to supply Zdr 
tato eo casu ad petendum, non tene- cine to the sick man, although not 
afcur petere cum magno incommodo ; demanding it, because according to 


hinc probabiliter tunc cxousatur uxor 
* petendo, si in hoc- magaam vere* 
cundion subire deberet. — Lig. tom. 
6 > n. 929. 


a Quserit. Ill, An ccmjux prokibitus 
a petendo ratione voti, 'vel affinitafcis, 
aut cognationis spiritualis post ma* 
trimonium contractsc, possit quan- 
doque licite exigere debitum ? Id 
admitfcunfc communiter DD, cum 
Sanchez 1, 9. d. 7, n. 5 (qui citafc 
J. Andr. Prsepos. Adrian, Victor, 
etc.) si adsit periculum incontinentia) 
in altero coujuge. Imo dicunt Boss, 
c. 1. n. ; 261 } et Idem Sanch. n. 11 . 
cum Sot. Henr. Palac. Angles, etc. 
tunc teneri peterc, quia lime obli- 
gatio oritur ex ipsa institutionc ma- 
trimonii. Idem admittun/; etiam 
communiter S. Thom, in 4. d. 38. 
q. 1, a. 3. q. 2. ad 4. Boss. c. 1. n. 
261, et idem Sanchez d. 8. n. 1. cum 
Sa, Syl. Ang. Turrccr. Ilenr. Led. 
etc. posse conjugem impeditum 
petere, si alter interpretative exigat, 
nempe quaudo mulicr * (ut ait 
Thomas) verecutida est, et vir eentit 
cjus voluntatem de debit! redditionc. 
Tune enim potest conjux impeditus 
se offerre, quia tunc potius cst red- 
der©, quam petere. Quoties autem 
lioeat ei se offerre? Led. apud 
Sanch. dicit hoc^liccre quater in 
mensc j sed melius ; Boss. num. 260. 
et idem Sanch. cum Victoria, dicunt 
id ex circum8tautiis esse pensandum, 
nempe ex majori vel minori propen* 
sione alterius ad venerem. Censent 
autem idem Boss.*n. 263, et : Sanch. 
n. 2. cum Angel, non lieere marito 


his contract he has bound himself 
to cure him ; but the married party 
has bound himself only not to break 
his own contract, but not to prevent 
the other from violating his or her 
contract. Prom this opinion it is 
inferred, that the married party 
since he is pot bound by justice, but 
only by charity, in that case to make 
the demand, is not bound to demand 
at great inconvenience ; hence then. 

, probably, the wife 1 is excused from 
making the demand, if in this she is 
obliged to suffer from great bashful 
ness. — Lig. vol. 6, n. 929. 

m 

It is asked, 3d, Whether a hus- 
band prohibited from demanding by 
reason of a vow, or of affinity, or 
spiritual kindred contracted after 
matrimony, can v at any time, law- 
fully demand the debt ? This is 
commonly admitted by divines, to- 
gether with Sanchez,, &c., if there 
should exist any danger of inconti- 

* O 

nence in the other partner. Nay, it 
is said by Boss, &c., that they are 
then bound, inasmuch as this obli- 
gation arises from the very institu- 
tion of marriage. The same thing 

C? O 

is also commonly admitted by 
St. Thomas, &c., viz., that the hus- 
band, although prohibited, may 
make the demand if the other rer- 
quire3 it by signs, namely, ' (as saya 
St. Thomas), when the woman is 
bashful, and the husband perceives, 
her desire concerning the rendering 
of the debt. For then the husband 
although debarred, may offer himself, 
because it is then better to pay the 
debt thau to ask it. But how often 
can it he lawful for him to offer 
himself? Sanchez and others say 
that this is allowable four times in a 
month. But with more propriety, 
Boss, and tho same Sanchez, &c., 
say, that that is to be considered, 
according to circumstances , namely, 
according to the greater or lesser 
propensity of either to venereal plea- 
sures. But Boss. &c., think that it 



voto impedito se ad coitum offerre, 
quando uxor ei concessit liecntiain 
vo vend i castitatem, quia tunc, cen- 
ceturipsa cessisse jure cuo, nempe 
quod vir in cjus g rati am debitum 
petat; nisi (excipiunt Sanch. et 
Bossius, contra Coniuck. et Pal.) 
uxor cssct in pcrjeulo incontinen- 
tia), quo easu dicunt quod vovens 
teneatur petere ex obligation o orfca, 
ut supra dietuih cst ex ipsa iustitu- 
tione matrimonii. 


''An autem liceat petere. conjugi 
impedito si ipso sit in periculo in- 
continentia) ? Affirmant Vigil or ins, 
et Quiiitanady, apud Boss. num. 
262. maxirae si illo. osset impeditus 
ratio ne affinitatis vel cognationis 
spiritualis, ot commode non posset 
haberi dispensatro, essetque pcricu- 
lum in in ora, quia lex ccclosiastica 
m tanto discriminc non obli gat. 
Ncgant vero Sanch. num. 7. cum 
Guttier et Covarr. Bossius n. 2C2. 
cum Coninck. etc. quia periculum 
ineontinentine est quidem justa 
causa dispen sandi, non autem co- 
cundi. Sed prima sententia re- 
spectu ad impedimentum ab Eccle- 
sia impositum, mini non videtur 
improbabilis, si revera dispensatio 
brovi obtineri nequeat, et magnum 
periculum sit in mora.” — Lig. tom. 
6, n. 930. 


ON THE SIN OF 

Varus modi8 peccari potest cou-i 
tra bonum prolis, scilicet, Imo, 
peccant viri, qui committunt pec- 
eatum Kr et Onan, quos quia rem 
banc detestabilem fecerunt, intcr- 
fecit Dominus. — Genesis, 38. 

2ndo. Peccant nxores, quae po- 
tionibus foetus conceptionem im« 
pediunt, nut suscepturn viri semen 
<$iciunt. vel ejieere conantur. — 
Dens, tom. 7, p. 147. 


is not lawful for a husband, while 
prohibited by a vow, to offer him- 
self for copulation, since the wife 
had conceded to him permission 
to vow chastity, because then she 
is herself considered to have ceded 
her rights, that is, that the husband, 
should demand the debt on her ac- 
count; unless (as is excepted by 
Sanchez, &e.) the wife were in 
danger of incontinence ; in which 
case, say they, the party vowing is 
bound to demand from the obliga- 
tion arising from the very institu- 
tion of marriage itself. 

But is the husband thus debarred 
permitted to demand, if lie himself 
is in danger of incontinence? This 
is affirmed by Viguerius and others, 
more especially if he should be de- 
barred by reason of affinity, or spi- 
ritual relationship, and a dispensa- 
tion could not conveniently be had, 
and there should be danger in de- 
lav, because in so <irreat an emer- 
geucy the eecdesiastieal law is not 
obligatory. But this is denied by 
Sanchez, &c., because danger of in- 
continence is indeed a just cause of 
dispensation, but not of copulating. 
But the first opinion, in respect to 
the impediment imposed by the 
Church, does not seem to be im- 
probable, if in reality a dispensation 
cannot be obtained in a short time, 
and there should be great danger 
in delay. — Lig. vol. 6, n. 930. 


ER AND ONAN. 

Sin can in various modes be com- 
mitted against the good of the off- 
spring. Firstly, the men sin who 
commit the sin of Er and Onan, 
whom, because they did this detest- 
able thing, tlie Lord slew. — Gen. 38. 

Secondly, the wives sin who pre- 
vent the conception of the foetus 
with potions, or eject, or endeavor 
to eject, the seed received from the 
man. — Dens, v. 7, p. 147. 
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Notent hie Confessarii, quod 
conjugati, :\e proles nimium luui- 
tiplicetur, aUquando coinmittunt 
detestabilem turpi tudinem, in si- 
inilitudinem Er et Onan, circa quod 
peccatum examinandi sunt. — -Dens, 
tom. 7, p. 153. 


Here let the 


• r , 

| | • v 
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notice, that the married, lest their 
children should multiply too sHsl. 
sometimes commit a <te testable tur- 
pitude like that of Kv and Onan, 

about which sin they arc to hr ex 

** 

amincif — Dens. v. 7. I oil. 




Queer. III. an peccant mortaliter It is asked, 1 IT., whether married 
conjuges, si incoepta copula cohibe- persons sin mortally, if, after hav- 
ant seminationcm. mg commenced the act of copu lo- 

tion, they retrain from spending *' - 
21. Si conjuges am bo in hoc con- A nswer. If both par tie-* c-om-ent, 

eentiimt, ncc adsit pericnlum semi- and there be no danger offending 
nandi extra vas, id per sc loquenclo outside the vessel, that., speaking ol 
non cst morfcale; illaenirri penetratio itself. is not a mortal sin — for such 
vasis feminei tunc rcput&tur instar entrance into the female vessel is 
tactus verendorum, qui inter conjuges then considered i n the seme light as 
permittitur, vel saltern noii cst mor- touches of the private parts, which 
talis, secluso perictilo pollufctonis. are permitted among married por- 
Ita com mu niter S. Anton. 3. p. tit. sous, or at least is not mortal sin, 
1, e. 20 § G. Pont. 1. 10, c. II. num. 0. the danger of pollution being avoid- 
’Loss 1. 4, c. 3, «. 55. Sporcr mini. cd. Thus, generally, Si. AufuimV, 

490. Sulm. c. 15, num. 82, cum ' I have said, first, if both parlies 


Avers a, et die. iios. c. 9, n. 58, cum agree ; for. if one withdraws wilh- 
Pill. Hurt et Peres, ar*. Sanch. lib. lout the consent of the other, he 
9, d. 19, n. 3, cum Pal. Cajet. Ang. certainly Pins griepusly, as is as- 
Sa, Arm. Tasi. etc. *Pixi 1, si amho scried by ail the above cited authors. 
consenltunt ; nam, si alter sc retra- I have said secondly, speaking of 
hitsirm n'b-ri.m consensu, ccrtcgra- itself, (for it is wisely observed by 
viler peveat, nt dicunl o m nes A A. Sanchez. <&e.) that tins iii ordina- 
prrofaii- Dixi 2. per se hquendo ; rily mortal sin. because generally 
nam sapienter advertit Sanchez 1. c. ftom such withdrawal there is danger 
cum V erne re k. id ordinario cssc mor- ! of spilling the seed, unless the con- 
talc qnia .oruinavic adest periculum trary has been experienced by the 
cx ta iretractioniefTand end! semen, married parties ; in which ease, 
nisi conjuges expert! pint oppositum ; however, I think that they can in 
quo guru tamcn puto nullo xxx x .1 cx 1 c* . c *i - .1 , fronx 

posse eos ( exensari saltern a venial i, venial sin, whatever may bo said 
' quid quid dicat Sanch. ib. cmunliis. by Sanchez and others. 

* X- L . \ . • A .I l i 


Si vero femina jam sominaverit, 
vel sit in probnbili poriculo semin 


Hut. if the woman has a] read r 
spent, or j* in probable danger of 


andi, non potest quidem vir data spending, the husband cannot indeed 
opera, a seminatione sc rctralicre, [ Withdraw himself from spending 


sine' gravi culpa, quia time ipse without henions sin. because in that 
eet ' causa, nt semen uxoris prodi- case he himself is the oauke that the 
gatur, communitcr dicunt S’. An- seed of the wife is wasted, as is gene- 
ton. 1. C. Salm. n. 83. cum Caj. rally said by 8t. Antoine, Ac. This, 
Anj. Sa, et alii possim. Hoetamen however, w ill not be so intrinsically 
non erit ita intriusece malum, ut bad, that it cannot., in any ease, lie 
aliquocasu permitti-non possit, puta permitted : for instance, if the num' 
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si-vii* dessislerot ci>pilht ol> perieu- t>om copuiatioti 1'roiu 

Ihiu mortis, vol scantlaii aboi'uiu, <jj' ilsa'ii or sojiuda! to others : 

tune enim licite potest so retralicre iw in that, ease he may lawfully 

etiam cum pcriculo pollutioiiis quia witlnlraw himself, eTen at the risk 
liaio per accidens, et prfcter inten- 0 f pollution, because this would 
tioncm eveniret, et contra noil terie- happen by accident, and contrary to 
tur cum pcriculo tanti chumii gene- his iatention : and, on the other 

^ ^ Tl. r . _ _ . / _ 1 


Hire sunt certa apud omtxcs. 

Si auteui vir jam sominaverit. ciu- 


things are agreed upon by all. 

But if the 1ms band has already 


bium fife, an femina lethaliter pcccct, spent, it is doubtful whether tbs 
si se retrahat a seminando ; ant pec- female commits :i mortal sin if she 
ccfc • lethal iter viix .non expeetando withdraws from spending, or whether 
seminationcm uxoris. Prima ■ sen ten* I the husband commits a mortal sin 


rere Tabic » et Ann, apud Sanch. 1. and is thought probable by Bian, 
9. d, 19, n. 5, dum indis&iaete dicunt and others, who seem to ultoo, while 


active- eoncurrit ad gererutioncm. reason is. because, as they say, the 
prout eeosent ex mediois Hippocra - 1 seed, even of the woman conduces 
tes, Halenus, Valesius, ct Vetrus actively to generation, as is the 
Matha ap Sanch. 1. 2, d. 21, n. 13, opinion of Hippocrates, Galcnus, ic. 
ct ex theologia Suar. t. .2, in 3. p. d. among Physicians; and of Suarez 
10, sect. 3. v. Seoundo infer tur, ubi among theologians. In tlio second 
ait: Semen mater num simplickcr: place it i- inferred, where he says, 
necessariuni cst ad concipicndum u The mother’s seed simply is neccs- 


of 


hoc saltern fuerifc a natura institu- i The secov.d which is more 

tutm Secunda vero sententia com- f common, denies it, andthisismain- 
munior negat; cfc lianc tenenfc Sanch. tained bv Sanch. <5cc. These rest 

I. 9. d. 19. num. 5. Pont. 1, 10. c. on a contrary foundation, namely, 

II. i\. 2, cum Caj. llenr. Die. that the seed of the woman is not 
Ycraer. etc. Hi contrario nituatur necessary fm* generation, as is as- 
fundamento, nempc quod semen serted by Aristotle, Avicenna, Ga- 
mulieris non sit nece9saritim ad gene- lenus, (who contradict* himself) and 
rationem, ut asscrunt Aristoteles, Sanchez, who affirms this to be the 
Avicenna, Galeims sibi contrarius, common opinion of theologians.^ 

J O I 


& Wbat under the suu have Thitoloxiatiss lo ih> with those matters? 




Ob 

t 

ac Hugo Seneosis, efc Alb. M. ap. / except tho Sco lists. Nor is it any 
Sanchez 1. 9, d. 17, n. 2, qui ait obstacle, say these authors of this 
hanc esse ccntcntiaui communcm second opinion, that the seed of the 
theologorum, exceptis Scotistis. Ncc female conduces to tho perfection of 
obstare aicunt AA. hujus seoundra the offspring, for they answer that 
sententire, quod semen femiunc con- married persons are not bound to the 
Jferct pcrfcctioni prolis ; namrespon- more convenient mode of genera- 
tion! quod non feneantur conjugcsad tion, but that it is sufficient if they 
convenientiorem modum generandi, do not oppose generation. Although 
sed satis sit, si generation! non ob- tho above mentioned authors say 
stent. Quamvis autem dicant prae that a husband is not bound to wait 
fati AA. non teneri virum oxpectare for the spending of the wife, if he 
seminationem mulieris, si ipse jam himself has already spent, they, how- 
semina verit, eonceduut lumen ei ever, allow that he may coutinuc 
posse continuare copulam, usque copulation until the woman spends, 
dura seminefc femina, quia hoc per- because this tends to the completion 
tinet ad coraplementum copuke uxo- of the copulation of the wife, as is 
ris, ut consent Pontius etDian.ll.cc. the opinion of Pont. Ac., in opposi- 
Bonac. n. 14, cum. Tab. ct Graff, con- tion to Ilenriq.; who thinks that the 
ira Ilenriq. (ap. Bon. 1. c.) qui sentit husband is not bound to wait for the 
virum non teneri expeetare sernina- spending of the wife, because there 
tionem femiura, quia periculura cet is danger that in this manner genc- 
ut hoc pacto impediatur generatio, ration may be impeded, which does 
quod non videtur satis probabilc, nec not seem sufficiently probable nor 
cohserens; ram, si adesset tale peri- consistent; for, if there existed such 
culum, non debuisset dicere non ten- ; danger, be ought not to have said 
cri, sed non posse, quod nemo asscrit; they were not bound, but that they 
nemo enim hoc pcriculum supponit. were not able, — which no one asserts, 

for no one supposes this danger. 

Sed vedeundo ad primara quaes- Butin returning to the first ques- 
tionem, c«to ^ecunda sententia sit tion, granted that the second opinion 
quidem comnmmor, et probabilior, may be more common and more pro- 
ut videtur, censeo tamen cum Boss, bablc, as indeed it seems, yet I 
]. c. n. 52, prirnan sententiam esse think with Boss., that the first opin- 
satis probabiiom, ct ideo in praxi ion is sufficiently probable, and on 
tenendam. Hinc neque practice that account to he observed in prac- 
probabile puto id quod dicunfc Sanch. ticc. — Hence, I do not think that 
num. 5, ct Spor. n. 491, cum Perez, practically provable, which is affirmed 
Escob. Die. ct Gobato, nimirum by Sanch. and others, viz., that a 
posse mulierutn in actu coitus ani- woman can iu the act of copulation, 
mum ad alia divertere, ne concitetur divert her mind to other objects, in 
ad seminationem. — Lig. t. 6. n. 918. order that she may not be excited to 

spend. — Lig. v. 6, n. 918. 

An autem, si ver so rctrahat post But, if the husband withdraws 
seminationem, sed ante seminationem after spending, but before the wife 
mulieris, possifc ipsa statim tactibus has spent, can fffie immediately, by 
se excitare ut seminet ? touches, excite herself iu order to 

spend ? 

Negat auctor addifc. ad Wigandt. This is denied by the author of the 
t. 1C, post n. 106, ac Dian. et llodr. ct Addit. ad Wigaudt. ” Ac., and this 
ap. Boss. I. 9, n. 54, adhserctque is agreed by Pall, saying, that is uu- 
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ea Pal. § 3. n. 6,clicensidnoncsse lawful if the woman could contain 
llcitura, si mulicr pOvSset se contiu- herself. The reason is, because the 
ere. Ratio, quia semen mulieris non woman's seed is not necessary for 
ost nccessarium ad generationem ; generation; also, because that effu- 
item quia effusio ilia mulieris, ut- sion of the woman, inasmuch as it 

■ 4 * 


Less. 1. 4, e. 3, n. 94. Bon. q. 4, p. DIVINES, (that she may in this 
G, n. 17, in fin. cum Sanchez, lib. 9, manner perfect the act.) The reason 
d. 17, n. 10. Pot. t. 1, c. 4, 31 . 44, is, both because the woman’s spend- 
10. Tamb. Dec. 1. 1. c. 3. § 5. n. 18. ing tends to perfect the conjugal 
Salin. c. 15. n. 80. in fin. cum Die. act, which consists in the spending 
hilliuc. tr. 10, n. 330. Sporcr, n. of both parties; consequently, as 
491. Boss. c. 9, n. 55, cum Avorsa, the wife may by touches prepare 
Perez, Fagund, et Lcandr. ac Elb. p. herself for copulation, so also may 
479, mun. 425, cum Cleric. Horn, she perfect the act of copulation ; 
Dian. God. ct Bosco, et noil repro- and also, if women were bound, at 
bat Cone in. p. 406, n. 11. Ratio, least after irritation, to restrain 
turn quia semiantio millions pertinet | nature, they would in like manner 
ad complendum actum conjugalem, themselves be exposed to great 
<jui consistit in seminatione utrius- danger of sinning, since generally 
que conjugis ; unde, sicut potest the husbands, being of a hotter 
uxor tactibus se praeparare ad cop- nature, spend first : — (but this 
ulam, ita etiam potest actum copula? reasoning is not conclusive, for 
. perficerc, turn quia, si mulicres sal- if this were permitted to the wives, 
tem post irritationem tonerentur it ought to be permitted also to the 
naturam compescerc, essent ipsra husbands ; in which case, the wo- 
jugiter magno pcriculo expositse man, after spending herself, might 
peccandi, cum frequentius viri, quia withdraw, and the husband remain in 
oalidiores, prius seminent (sed hoec a state of irritation j but the doctors 
ratio non suadet ; nam si hoc per- commonly say that that is forbid- 
mitteretur uxoribus. deberet per- ,j den to the husbands, as Sanchee, 
mitt! etiam viris, casu quo mulier Ac.) And also because in the opin- 
post suam seminationem se retra- ion of many, the woman’s spend- 
heret, et vir maneret irratatus ; at ing is necessary, or at least greatly 
DD. communiter dicunt id vetitum conduces to generation ; for noth- 
esse viris, ut Sanchez, n. 10, Wig- ing is done in vain by nature. But 
andt. et Bonac. 1. c. ); turn quia, ut all concede to the wives, who arc 
pi u res sentiunt, seminatio mulieris of a colder nature, that they may by 
est necessaria, vel saltern multum touches excite themselves before to 
confer! ad generationem : nihil enim copulation, in order that they mar 

mil uia l rus Iran cum agitur. Omncs spend immediately on the martial 
autem eonceduut uxoribus, quae fri- encounter taking place. See Cone, 
gidioris sunt nature, posse tactibus n. 13. — Lig. v. 6, n. 919. 
se exeitare ante copulam, ut semi- 
nent in congressu inaritali statim 
habendo. Vide Cone. n. 13.— Lig. ! 

t- C,n. 919. , 

* 

The reader is requested to observe, in the Latin column of the fore- 
going extract, the long list of Divines who have written elaborate trea. 
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tises on this most perplexing tMuoiml topic. >'»«*• •**£** . 5 ItV* ' t »Vl 
be more congenial to the testes <.J Roman Catholic Sstn.a •*- 

dry subjects ■which generally oc C u f .y the attention <»s > 

■vines, viz., The Evidences ot < hnstiaiiuy, 1. - >• 

Doctrine of the 'Jjfinitv, ^ t . . 

Ne Confessarms luereat i new in j L?»t.'the mdo- 

circumstantiis aiienjus peccatl in- iently .hesitate w tvsviyi «;*w » 

dammto, in promptu haboat hune circumstances «n ^ ia 

: have the following vors-K'Ift *>f ur " 


»Ci> VJI um*f> MAVWV J.' — r? •' * .» fcl r, • . , * t ;•>->< 

c more congenial to the testes <.J Roman Catholic jj'f 

ry subjects which generally occ«,.y the attention <>• . •«*•£?■»• • 
ines, viz.. The Evidences ot ( hnstmimy, Vrouf* »*i U - — - c 
lAdfwno rtf tlui Trim tv. &('•• 


dagan cl is, in promptu ha beat i 
cireum staiiti ar am versieuliuti : 


i eu instances i n re.nl i n es 


> . 


Quis,* ^oid, nbi, qnibus auxiliis, ear, quomoJo. quando —Dsns. tout. 
6 ,#. 123 . 


' ON TIIE CARNAL SINS WHICH MAN AND WIRE 
T COMMIT WITH ONE ANOTHER. 

Cerium cst, conjages inter so pec- j- It is certain that mp nml 
care posse, ctiam gravitcr contra | can sin grievously agamr. t..c vm 
virtntem eaStitatis, sivo eontinen- ; t-tte ot ehasuty. <>i eo.iti-.eiice. 
ti*,- ratio n o muirmidam eirenm- with regard to certem ciieu.ii- 
etantianun ; in particular! autem i stances relating ♦<> l, ie ttse q 
definiro, qua: sunt morfales, their lm<iies ; Imt to de.iiie pa - 
quay solum veniales, perobs- ; licnlarly what are mortal, what 
curmn ost, nee, cadem omnium! only vernal,. . is ft matter o 
sententia: ut vcl ideo soli-! very great diSiculty, not »n ah 

W 1 II, 

* Quit. So concifo i*this versktht Of oircwnistaoccs, that H 
late it literally, the foUovvi Hn^, tower, as will appear from Bei« 
which I shall * imac-difttoly subjoin, ^of.unently convey tivs meaning lo the English rcacic. . 

Tier s?fale # marru*:! or single, the somor .‘hall tell, 

the pin/ when ami where, th’ auxilinnes by yhieh fcbe fell. 

. The motive that iotl her/aml the ptwtero sho chose : 

• . • - T'or libsolition in «K her, uhe must these. OtiseloBO. 

By tho word « QuU ” wo iiw told (vcd. 1, ,p. is meant that the priest should know the 
quality or condition of the penitent, whether wife, maid, or widow, ec. 

By u Quid/’ the quantile •/mU’u, mid effect of the net. 

By “Ubi, the accidental quality of the plaeo,— ' whether sacml or profn.no, public or 
private, at iioibo or abroad; and here Dens lakes occasion to say, l^ earnal «^, aa form 
eation Ac ctunmittc-d in thc c«nvcT 3 RliomrooiH. or garden, of a Tnonastery, should not, on 

that account, be considered sacvi’ogimis ; from which it ®PP«^s *(8ipnf- 

iUo, or «*»«, USm 

fata peccalo commtUermtar i«t lonur.nn <!«t noriu nivnu^ it . i, 1A ftr atorieS 

oocrilegii.) In the 4th volume, p. 377, the same privileges axe extended to the oratories, 

chambers, eolls, and other buildings wilUm the proem Is of a monastery. 

.Oy “ Quifut/t auxtlii*,. ” with what assistance or accomplices. 

II y « Ckr, w with what motive— the why ami wherefore. Wtake* place, 

lly « Quomodo,” thu . accidental mode or manner in which the action has hUton p»»ee. 

This includes all the positions in which the act can be performed. u , 

By “ Quando, ” the quality anti quantity, or duration of time- 

Tbt! ubove circumstances are then summed up, and oxomphhed. 2 “ . 5?e jfSSmamS^OOTic^ 
and edify in- corollary “John, the keeper of the church, long intending to commit 

ton with Xnia having called in his accUpUccs, vfad»tf7 

priest, in the church, tho consecrated chalice of order that hi ^7 ^ . 

Commit the fornication with her, in consequence of which the ptoplower© 

mass on the holy day. Toll how many and what circumstances intervene in «* 


rir 
■ H 

<* 


••■Sa 

♦ 

4 
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ete persuadendum sit conjugatia, ui writers of one opiniop on the sub- 
recordentur se esse filios Sanctorum, ject; f.o that, even, on that account, 
quos dicet in saucfcltate conjugali tho married ought to recollect that 
filios * procreare. . Quidam auctores they arc the children of the saints, 
circuznstantias circa aetum couju- and should therefore beget children 
galern prseeipuo obser vandas, espri- in conjugal sanctity. The circura- 
munt his versibus : stances which are chiefly to be ob- 

served in the conjugal act, some 
j authors express in the following 
verses : 

I 

a Let the posture be such as best. 

suits the great end, 

Por which nature ordains that the 
sexes shall blend. 

Without loss to the parties engaged 
in the task, 

To the wife, or yourself, or the babe 
in the cask. 

The debt duly pay when your vigor ’a 
. excited, 

By touches well aimed till your mar- 
row’s ignited. 

A place being selected your powers 
to expend, 

In close embrace cohere till you per- 
. fleetly spend., 

The time also deserves some trifling 
attention, • . 

But of fluor and births I’ve already 
made mention. 

If to chastity bound, to the. act 

don’t entice,. 

* 

But when tempted to yield, fall to 
work in a trice.” 

Latin scholars will acknowledge the utter impossibility of translating these 
two lines literally; hut English readers may think it strange that two lines 
of Latin cannot he translated into an equal number of lines in English. 
Therefore, to satisfy the minds of such persons, the compiler hereby offers 
the Bum of two guineas to any person who will supply him with a good 
literal translation < 

N. B. Priests, 
compete. 

Ergo debet servari modus, sive j Therefore, manner, or posture 
situs, qui duplicitur invertitur, lmo.l ought to be observed, which is in 
ut non servetur debitum vas. sed verted in a two fold way : first, when 
copula habeatur in vase pncpostcro, the proper vessel is not keptj but the 
vel quocumque alio non naturttli :[ couiiection takes place in the hinder 


i the above passage in two lines, either in prose or verso, 
as being most conversant with the subject, are invited to 


* { Sifc modus, ct finis, sine damno, 
solve, cohsere, 

Sit locus et tempus, tactua, nec 
snernito votum . v 


GO 


quod semper mortale est spectams ad 
sodomiam minorem, seu imper- 
fecta in, idque tenendum contra quos- 
dam laxistas, sive copula ibi con- 
summetur, sive tan turn inchoetur 
consummanda in vase naturali. 


Modus sive situs invertitur, ut 
servetur debitum vas ad copulain a 
natura ordinatum, v. g. si fiat acee- 
dendo a prmpostero, a latere, stando, 
sodendo. vcl si vir sit succubus. 
Modus is mortalis est, si iude subo- 
riatur periculum pollutions respactu 
alterius, sive quando periculum est, 
ne semen perdatur, prout saepe acci- 
dit, dum actus exercetur stando, sc- 
dendo, aut viro succumbetite ; si 
absit et suffieienter prmcaveatur istud 
periculum ,*ex communi sententia id 
non est mortale : est autem veniale 
ex gravioribus, cum sit inversio or- 
dihis naturae ; cstque generatim 
modus illc sine causa taliter coeundi 
graviter a Confessariis reprehenden- 
dus : si tamen ob justam rationom 
situm naturalem conjugeS immutent, 
seeiudaturque dictum periculum, nul- 
lum est peccatum, lit dictum est in 
numero 48. 


I 


i 


I 



vessel, or in any other not ordained 
by nature for that purpose, which is 
always a mortal sin, tending to that 
which is called minor or imperfect 


sodomy ; and this must be held 
against certain Divines of loose 
opinions,* whether the connection 
be consummated there (in the im- 
proper passage), or bo only begun 
there to he consummated in the natu- 


ral passage. 

Manner or posture is inverted, 
though the connection takes place in 
the vessel appointed by nature for 
that purpose ; for instance, if it be 
done from behind, or when the 
parties arc on their sides, or stand., 
ing, or sitting, or when the husband 
lies underneath. This method of 
doing it is a mortal s in, if thero 
should therefrom arise to either party 
a danger of pollution, or of losing 
the seed, a thing which often hap- 
pens']' when the act is performed 
standing, or sitting, or the husband 
lying underneath ; but if that danger 
be sufficiently guarded against, it is 
not, in the common opinion of Di- 
vines, a mortal sin; yet it is one of 
the weightier sort of venial sins, 
since it is an inversion of the order 
of nature ; and in general, that me- 
thod of thus coming to coition must, 
when without sufficient cause, be 
severely censured by the Confessors. 
If, however, man and wife, for some 
just reason, change the natural pos- 
ture, and if the aforesaid danger (of 
losing the seed) be secluded, there 
will be no sin, as has been said in 
number 48. 


* Wo a ro ftls* told, in another part of the samo volume, that the wicked wretch who 
invades his fathers's bed and commits incest with his step-mother, is not so guilty n i 
tho eyes of tho Church as tho man who oirculatcs the Bible. Th© latter ‘‘it excom- 
municated with an excommunication reserved to tho Supremo Pontiff? whilst the officnoe of 
the former does not constitute even a resevred caso — “fncestus privigni cum noverca turn 
vcsereaiur” (Yol, 6, p. 287). Nothing is so “atrocious” as Protestantism-neither inoesttes 

nor sodomy. x . . 

f Often happen* ? How did he know ? Thero is nothing done, it appears, that can ea- 

cape the knowledge of the priest; ho knows the secrets of young and old; he can teU tho 
real father of ©very child in the parish— nay, the very attitude in which each was begotten, 
atod tho words with which each embrace was given! and yet, in this very seutenoo, theso 
purient inquisitors aro called u Divines.” 
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Minuitur periculum perdendi se- 
men, si verum sit, quod dicunt San- 
chez, Billuart, et Preingucz, scilicet 
quod in matrice sit naturalia vis at- 
tractiva seminis, ut in stomacho re- 
gpectu cibi. 

Debefc finis esse legitimus ; do quo 
et quomodo ratione finis peccari 
possit, dictum cat Num. 51 et se- 
quentibus. 

Per particulam “ sine darnno ” im- 
portatur cavendum esse damnum 
turn prolis concepts® et concipicndm, 
turn ipsorum congredientium, de 
quibus egimus Num. 47. 

Verbum “solve” importat obliga- 
tioncm solveudi sive reddendi debi- 
turn legitime petitum, de qua obliga- 
tione diximus Num. 4G et sequen- 
tibus. 

Per verbum “ colucre ” intelligitur 
cohmrentia usque ad perfectam^ co- 
pulam, scu seminationcm pcrfcctain, 
ita ut per sc mortale sit, inclioatam, 
copulam abrumpere. — Dens, tom. 7, 
pp. 166-7. 


The danger of losing tlie is 

lessened, if that be true, which is 
said by Sanchez and others, to wit, 
that the womb has a natural power 
of attraction with respect to the seed, 
as the stomach has with respect to 
meat. 

The “end” ought to be legiti- 
mate ; concerning which, and *in 
what manner the parties may com- 
mit sin with regard to the end, we 
have treated in No. 51, and those 
following it. 

The words “ without loss ” import 
that care must be taken that no in- 
jury be done to an offspring already 
conceived, or about tb be conceived, 
or to the parties themselves meeting 
in the act of coition, concerning 
which we have treated in No. 47. 

The word “ pay ” imports the 
necessity of paying tho debt when 
legitimately asked, concerning which 
we have treated in No. 46, and those 
following it. 

By the word “cohere” is under- 
stood the necessity of coherence (or 
sticking close) till tho act of copula- 
tion is perfected, or until the parties 
spend completely ; so that it is of 
itself a mortal sin abruptly to break 
off, when copulation has been once 
begun. — Dens, vol. 7, p. 1GG-7* 


Our bachelor Saint now expatiates upon the various possible postures, and 
other delicate matters. We think very few of our married friends could 
compose such a masterpiece of matrimonial mysteries. 


VI. Si fiat modo indebito, verbi- 
gratia — 1. Si non servetur vas na- 
tnrale: quod rnulti docent esse 
veram sodomiam, alii esse grave 
peccatum contra naturum. Vide 6 
proeceptum. — 2. Si sine justa causa 
situs sit inuaturalia, prseposterus. etc. 
quod aliqui dicunt esse mortale, alii, 
sechiso perioulo effusionis seminis, 
veniale tan turn, etsi grave, et graviter 
increpandum, Dian. pte. 3. t. 4 
res. 204. 3. Si alter conjugum ex- 

morositatc, yel alia ratione semina- 


If it (copulation) takes place in 
animproper manner; as, for exam- 
ple, — 1st, if the natural vessel be 
not kept, which many teach to be real 
sodomy ; others that it is a real siu 
against nature. See Gth com. 2ndlv, 
if without just cause the position be 
unnatural, from behind, &c., which 
some maintain to be mortal sin ; 
others, danger of spilling seed being 
avoided) that it is ODJy a venial sin, 
although grievous and severely to be 
reprehended, Dian, &c. 3. If one 


I 
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tiooem c-oiubciiv qiu>d quiTim gene- 
ra tim die a ut e?5S'; roor talc, quia finis 
actus conjugal];*, scilicet gencratio, 
impeditur; quiuaiu tamcw, ut Pra*. 
poriti et Sanchez die tint in fetuiua 
tmliuui easo. Yi d. Bonac. p. G, n. 
]5 et- p. .L--Lig. t, 0. it. Did. 

Quturitur 1. An pecetfc moriaiitu- 
>'tr inchonndo copula m in vasj priu 
postcro,. ud postea in vase debito 
cam con. sum met. Negant Nnvarr 

I. 5. Oonril, do Poo nit. cons. 7. ac 
Angel, //ero! a. Graff. Zen an! et 
Gambac. a pud Plan. p. 2. tract 17, 
r ; 37, inoclo absit pericuium pollu- 
tion is ; quia alias, ut aiunR omnes 

^ ^ i 

tact its ctiauj venerei non sunt pravi- 
tor illicit! inter conjugates. Scd 

V * . 

comm, et verbis affirmant .Sanchez, 
).l, d, 17- muii. 5, Pout, lib. 10, c. 

II. u. 5. Pal, p. 4. § 2. n. 0. Bonac. 

p. 11, v. 12. Sp or. n. 407. Ratio, 
quia ipse hujusmodi coitus (etsi abs- 
que seminatione) esfc vora sodoinia, 
qnarnvis [non cciisummata, sicut ipsa 
copula in vaso naturali mulieris ali- 
ODtG eat vera fornicatio, licet non ad 
ait seminatio. Ail auteni sit inor— 
tJile viro perfricaro virilia circa vas 
preopoeterutn nxoris ? Kegant San- 
chet num. 5, cfc Boss. n. 175, cum 
Fill, et Perez, quia taogero os vasis 1 
prajposteri non est ordinatum ad 
copulam sodomiticam. Sed verms 
pari ter affirmant Pontius loco citato, [ 
Pal. n. G. Atque Tambur. n. 32. 
(qui testatur ex aliquibus codicibus 
sen tent iam Thomm Sanch. esse dele* 
tam ; imy Moyas asseri t ipsum San- 
chez so retractasse in editione Ant- 
uerpiensi anno 1614.) Ratio cat, 
quia saltern talis tactus non potest 
moraliter fieri sine affectu sodomitico. 
lug. tom. 6, n. 916. 'f 

Quaerit. II. An et quomodo pec- 
cent conjugca eceundo situ innatu- 
rali. Situs naturalis cat, ut mulier 
eit succuba, et vir incubus; bic enirn 
modus aptior est effusion* semin is 


of the married parties cither from 
sulkiness, or other reason, refrain 
from spending, which some generally 
maintain to be mortal sin, because 
the end of the conjugal act, viz., 

, generation, is impeded ; some, how- 
jever, with Sanchez, say it is no sin 
in the female. — Lig. vol. {». n. 915. 

C • w 

it is asked, 1st, does a roan sin 
j mortally by commencing eke act of 
copulation in the hinder vessel, that 
he may afterwards finish it in tiro 
proper vessel ? This i- denied by 
Navarr. <fec., provided there be no 
danger of pollution : because, other- 
wise. as they say, all touches, even 
ventral, are r.ot grievously illicit 
among married persons. But it is 
commonly and more truly affirmed 
b} r Sanchez, &c. The reason is, 
because the very act of copulation 
after this manner (even without 
spending) is read sodomy, although 
j not consummated, just as copulation 
itself in the natural vessel of a 
: strange woman is real fornication, 
though there may be no spending. 
But is it a mortal sin for a man to 

rub his * against the hinder 

! vessel of the wife ? This iB denied 
by Sanchez &c., because to touch 
the mouth of the hinder vessel is not 
ordained for sodomical copulation. 
But it is more truly affirmed by 
Pontius, &c., and also by Tambur. 
(who testifies that the opinion of 
Sanchez has been expunged from 
some hooks. Nay, Moyas asserts 
that Sanchez himself had retracted, 
in the Antwerp edition, anno 1614.) 
The reason is, that such touch can- 
not morally take place without affect' 
ing sodomy. — Lig. vol. 6, n. 916. 


It is asked, 2ndly, whether, and 
in what manner, married parties etu 
by copulating in an unnatural pos- 
ture. The natural posture is fee 
the woman to lie under the man, be- 


: 




'/A 

'hi 

-M 


V;ia 

'■V.l 




r (U 

i ^ 

fSM 

V 

4 




■ .i 


V:i 


0* » 


v'irili.s, et rcccptioni in vas fomitic_ 

um ad pro loin procrcandnm. Situs 
nutom iimaturalis ost. si coitus nU„ 
tor fiat, nempe sedendo, staudo, de 
latere, vcl pnopostcrc more pecu- 
dum, vel si vir sit sacoubus, et m u~ 
licrineuba. Ooitum lumo, printer 
si turn naturalcm,nlii spud Sanchez, 
1. 9, d. 16, nura. 2 irencrice dam— 
mint de mortali; alii vero dicunt 
esse mortal c ultimo 8 duos rnodos, 
di centos ab his qmm naturam ab- 
horrere. Sed commnniter dicunt 
alii omnes istos rnodos non cxco— 
dere culpnm vcnialcm. Ratio, quia 
«x in la parte, licet adsit nliqua in- 
ord inatio, ipsa tamennon csfctjyila,! 
at pertingat ad mortalc, enm so-, 
ium versetur circaaccidentalia cop- 
uLaie; ex®' alia parte, mulatto situs, 
generation era non impedit, cum 
semen viri non recipiatnrin mafcri-. 
com mulieris per infusionem, seu 
dcscensum, scd per attractioacm, dura 
matrix ex sc naturaliter virile se- 
men attrahit Ita. S. Anton. 3, p, 
tit 2, o. 2. § 3. in fine, cum Alb. M. 
Nav. c. 1G, n. 42. Pont. 1. 10, c. H } 
num. 1. Petrocor. t. 4, p. 445. v. 
Tertius casus, Salm. c. 15, n 73 - 1 
Boaa. c. 7, n. C8. Hoi. n. 458. 
oporer, n. 493. Bono. p. 184, q. 

4, &?c. — Lig, t. 6, n. 917. 


CiiUic tai>> posture belter tip tcc] 
for the effusion of the man's seed, 
and its reception into the female 
vessel, for the purpose of procrea- 
tion. But an unnatural position is. 
if coition takes place hx a different 
manner, viz., sitting, standing, ]y- 
ing on the side, or from lrohiud, 
after the manner of cattle, or if the 
man lies under the woman ; such 
coition, contrary to the natural pos- 
ture, some, with Sanchez, &c., gen- 
erally condemn as mortal sin; 
others maintain that only the 
two last modes are mortal sin, 
affirming these to be repugnant to 
nature itself: but others commonly 
say that all those modes do not ex- 
ceed venial sin. The reason is, be- 
cause, on the other side, although 
there may be something inordinate, 
'yet that is not so great as to 
amount to mortal sin, inasmuch 
as ifc is applied only to the accidea> 
tals of copulation; on the other 
side, change of posture does not 
impede generation, since the man’s 
seed is not received into the matrix 
of the woman by infusion, or des_ 
cent, but by attraction, whilst the 
matrix of itself naturally attract# 
the man’s seed. Thus St Anton ‘ t 
&c. — Lig. vol. 6. n. 917. 


TOUCHES, LOQKS, AND FILTIIY WORDS. 

.f ZlT f iv0 t f0 V Xtra0te on tho aboTO subjects, which the ingenuity 

and Dublin arc to be interfered with, surely, so also may Maynooth. “ ' 


Qamres an, et quando liceant tactus, 

ospectus, et verba turpia inter con— 
jugefl.. 

Tales actus per sc iia licent'i 
quia cui licitos est finis, cfci&m 
Ucent media ; ot cui licet comsum— 
matio, etiam licet iaohoatioe Unde 


i ^ ou will ask, wdiether, and at 
what times, touches, looks, and 
filthy words are permitted among 
married persons ? 

Ans. Such acts are of themselfi* 
lawful to them, because, to whom 
“Vend is lawful, the means are also 
lawful; and to whom tho consum— 
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licite talibus naturam excitant ad ’ mation is lawful, so also is the be- 
eopulam. Quod si vero separatim, ginning : consequently, they law* 
et sine online ad eopulam, v. g. vo- fully excite nature to copulation by 
luptatis causa tan turn fiantj suut such acts. But, it these acts are 
venialia peccato, co quod rationc performed separately and without 
status, quia illos actus cohoncstat, order to copulation, as, for example, 
habeaut jus ad illos : nisi tamen, j for the purpose of pleasure alone, 

they are venial sins, because, in re- 
spect of the state which renders 
those acts honorable, they have a 
right to them ; unless, however, as 
often happens, they are joined with 
danger of pollution, or the married 
parties [have a vow of chastity, for 

in that case they are mortal sins, as 

¥ 

has been said above. — Lig. vol. 6, 
n. Cfc82. 

Whence it will he. resolved. 

I. — A husband commits only vc- 
peccat— -1. Tangendo seipsum ex vo- 1 nial sin — 1st. By touching himself 
luptatc, ct tactum non ita expresso from pleasure, and by not referring 
referendo ad eopulam, nt contra the touch so expressly to copulation, 
Vasquez • ct alios probabiliter docet as Sanchez more probably teaches. 
Sanch. 1. 9. d. 44. 2. Oblectando in opposition to Vasquez and others- 
sc veneree sine periculo pollutionis 2nd. In pleasing himself vencrcally 
de actu conjugali eogitato, dum without danger of pollution, in think— 
ahest compars, vel actus exerceri ing of the conjugal act, whilst the 
non potest. Fill. Laymann. Tanu. partner is absent, or the act itself 
Maider cum Dian. p. 3. t. 4. res. connot be exercised. 

224, contra Nav. Azor. etc. j; 

II. — 1. Pec cat graviter vidua, II. — 1st. A widow sins griev- 
qu3s se veneree oblectat de copula ously when she derives venereal 
olim liabita ; quia cst illi illicita per pleasure from copulation formerly 
station. 2. Bigamus, qui in actu had, because such is unlawful to her, 
•onjugali, cum secunda excrcito, in consequence of her state. 2ndly. 
represent at sibi priorem, ct de ca A person married a second lime, 
♦arnaliter delcctatur, quia est per- who, during the conjugal act, had 
mixtio cum alicna, Laym. 1. 1. t 9. with the second wife, represents to 

himself the first, and derives carnal 
pleasure thereby, because it js per- 
mixture with another woman. 

Quaeritur I. An sint mortales tac- It is asked — 1st, whether touches 
tus ct aspeetus turpes inter conjuges and base looks among married 
propter sol am voluptatem, sine or- people be mortal sin, on account of 
dine ad eopulam, si non adsit pleasure alo«e, without order to 
peri cu him pollutionis. Affirmant copulation, if there should - not be 
S. Antonin. Sylv. Margar. etc. apud danger of pollution. This is affirmed 
Sanchez libi 9. d. 44. n. 11. quia by St. Anthony and others, because 
(nt dicucit) omois actus venereus, (as they say) every venereal-act do4 


nt saepc contingit, suit conjuncti 
eum periculo pollutionis ; aut con- 
juges habeant votum castilatis, tune 
enim sunt mortalia, lit dictum supra 
h 3. t. 4. c. 2. d. 4. Dian. p. 3. t. 4. 
r. 204, et 216 — Lig. t. 6, n. 932. 


Unde Resolves. 


I. — Coniux venialiter tautum 
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uou relatus ad eopulam coujugalom relating to conjugal copulation is 
cst mortalis. Negat vero senteutia mortal sin. But this is denied by the 
communis et Veriof, eamque tenent common and more true opinion , and 
bay w. 1. 3. b. 4i num. 12. Pal p. 4. that opinion is maintained by Laym. 
§ 2. Less. lib. • 4 . c. 3. n. 125. and others. The reason is, that as 
Bonacina q. 4. p. 8. n. 12. Sporer the marriage state renders copulation 
n. 502. Sanch. diet. d. 41. n. 1 2. et j honorable, so also docs it touches and 
pluribus aliis. Ratio, quia status looks of this nature, <fcc. — Lig. vol. 6, 
conjugalis sicut cohonestat eopulam, n. 933. 


n. 502. Sanch. diet. d. 44. n. 12. et 
pluribus aliis. Ratio, quia status 
conjugalis sicut cohonestat eopulam, 
ita etiam hujusmodi tactus et aspec- 
tus, etc. Lig. tom. 6, n. 933. 

Quterit II. quid, si conjuges ex 


It is nsked — IT.., what if married 


his turpibus actibus pnevideant persons, from these filthy acts, forc- 
pollutionem secuturam in se vel in sec pollution about to follow, either 


altero. Plures adsunt seuteutim. 
Prima sententia, quam tenent Sanch. 
lib. 9. d. 45. ex n. 34. Fill, tract. 3. 
e. 9. n, 356. Viva q. 7. art. 4. n. 4. 

Gscob. 1. 26. n. 207. Elb. n. 393. 

• . 

cum Herinex, et Spor. n. 500. id 


in themselves or the other ? There 
exist many opinions. The first 
opinion i which is maintained by 
Sanchez, exempts that from all sin. 
even in the person demanding, if 
pollution be not intend and there 


exeusat ab ornni culpa etiam io be no danger of consenting to it, and 

x ^ i ^ * .11. . j I _ 'll j_ 1. _ /Mil 


petente, si pollutio non iutendatur, 
nee adsit pericuiura conseusus in 
cam, et modo tactus non sit adeo 
turpis, ut judicetur ineboata pollutio 
(prout csset digifcum . morose ad- 
movere intra vas /emineum) ; ac 
pr?eterea adsit aliqua gravis causa 
talem tactuui adhibendi, nempe ad 
se prmparandutn ad eopulam, vel 

ad fovendum mutuum amorem. 

• « 

Ratio, quia tunc justa ilia causa 
tales actus cohenestat, qui alioquin 
non suut illiciti inter conjuges; et 
si pollutio obvenit, hoc erifc per 
accidens. Picitur. si adsit gravis 


provided the touches be not so filthy 
that they ought to be considered as 
begun pollution (such as would be 
to move the finger morosely within 
the female vessel); and besides there 
might be some grave cause of apply, 
ing such touches, viz., for the pur- 
pose of preparing one's self for copu- 
lation, or for promoting, mutual love- 
The reason is, because in that case 
the just cause renders such acts 
honorable, which are not otherwise 
unlawful among married persons, 
and if pollution ensues, this will be 
by accident. It is said, if there he 


causa; nam, si non adsit, prmdicti g rave cause for it; if there be not. 


actus non excusantur a mortali. 

¥ * • i 

Secunda sententia, quam tenent Pal* 
p. 4. § 2. n. 2. Bobs. cap. 7. n. 213. 


the forementioned acts are not ex- 
cused from mortal sin. The second 
opinion, maintained by Pal. &c-, 


et Saltn. cap. 15. num. 86. cum distinguishes and affirms, that un- 
Soto, Oajecfc. Pec. Hurt. Aversa, et chaste touches are a mortal sin, if 
eommuui ut asserunt, distinguit ct pollution is foreseen to proceed from 
dicit esse, mortalia tactus impudicos, them, because since these provi- 
so proevideatur pollutio ex eis pro- mately lead to pollution, and are not 


yentura; quia, cum hi proxime of themselves instituted to promote 
infi.ua.ut ad pollutionem, et non sint conjugal affection, they are con* 
per se instituti ad fovendum affectum sidered voluntary in effect ; other- 
conjugaiem, censentur voluutarii in wise if they are chaste, such as kisses 
causa: . secus, si sint nudici, ut and embraces, because such acts are 
oscuia et amplexus, .quia actus isti 0 f themselves lawful among marrierd 
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per ee inter conjuges sunt liciti, cum 
per se apti sinfc ad fovenduni eon- 
jugalcm amorem. Tertia sententia, 
quam tenet Diana p 6. tr. 7. r. 05. 
cum Pracpos. et Vill. dicit taetus 
tam irapudieos quam pudicos esse 
mortalia, si prmvideatur periculum 
pollution is. Katie, quia kleo taetus 
licent inter conjuges, in quantum 
quajruntur intra liiuitcs matrimonii, 
in quantum niliil sequitur repugnans 
fini ct institution! semiois : cum 
autem prseviiletur seminis ilispersio, 
licet non intend ulur, qualescumque 
taetus suut illicit). 

His sen feu li is posit is. puto pro- 
babilius diccndum, quod taetus 
turpes inter conjuges eurn periculo 
pollutionis, tain in pelentc quam 
in reddente sitit mortalia, nisi 
habeantur ut conjugos sc cx Client 
ad co pul am proximo secuturam; 
quia, cum ipsi ad copulum jus ha* 
beaot, habent etiam jus ad talcs 
actus, tametsi pollutio per aecidens 
eopulam pneveuiat. Taetus vero 
pudicos etiam censeo esse mortalia, 
si faint cum periculo pollutionis in 
se vel in altcro, casu quo habeantur 
ob solarn voluptatem, vel etiam ob 
levcm causarn : sccus, si ob causam 
gxavem, puta, si aliquando adsit 
urgens causa ostendendi indicia 
afiectus ad fovendum mutuum amo- 
rem, vel ut conjux avertat suspi- 
cionem ab altcro, quod ipse sit erga 
aliam personam propensus.-*— Lig. 
iom. 6, n. 934- . . 


An autem sit semper mortale, si 
vir immittat pudenda in os uxoris? 
Nogant Sanch. lib. 9. d. 17. n. 5. 
et Boss. cap. 7. n. 175. et 193. cum 
Fill, ac Perez, modo absit periculum 
pollutionis. Sed verius affirmant 
Spur, de Matrim. n. 498. Tamb. 


parties, bioco they aro naturally cab 
culated to chorirh conjugal love. 
The third opinion, maintained by 
Dian. &e., afiinns that loaches, both 

1 1 • * I (* 

the uDcbuste and the chaste, are 
mortal sin, if danger of pollutioa be 
foreseen. Tho reason is, because 
touches arc therefore lawful among 
married people, in so far as they arc 
sought within the. limits of matri- 
mony. or in so far as nothing follows 
repugnant, to the end and the iosti- 
! fcion of seed ; but when the disper- 
s'd) of seed is foreseen, although not 
intended, touches of whatsoever na- 
ture arc unlawful.': 

These opinions being laid aside, 
I urn of opinion, dhet it ought more 
piobably to ho said, that, filthy 
touches among married people, with 
danger of pollution, are mortal sins 
both in the one demanding and in 
: the one complying, unless they are 
! had in order that, the married per- 
! sons may excite themselves to eopu- 
! lation immediately to follow', be- 
cause, when they have a right to 
copulation, they have also a right to 
such acts, although pollution may 
by accident anticipate eopulatioo. 
But I am of opinion that even chaste 
touches are mortal sins, if they aro 
had with danger of pollution either 
in one's self or in another, in which 
case they are had solely for pleasure, 
or even for a light cause ; otherwise, 
j if for a grave caiise, as, for instance, 
if there should exist, at any time, 
urgent cause for showing tokens of 
! affection to eherkh mutual love, or 
that one party may avert suspicion 
from the other, that he or she is 
favorably inclined towards aoother 
person.— Lig. vol. 6, n. 934. 

But is it always a mortal sin, if 
the husband introduces his - — ■ ha to 
the mouth of his wife ? It is" denied 
by Sanchez and others, provided 
there be no danger of pollution. But 
! it is more truly affirmed by Spor, d« 
Mo trim, and others, both her him’ in 
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lib. 7. e. 3. •$ 5. n« 33. et D ana 
p. 6. tract. 7. r. 7 cum Fug, uni. 
turn quia in hoc a*tu ob caWom 
oris adcst proximum periculum pol- 
lutions, turn quia luec per sc videtur 
nova species luxurim contra naturam 
(dicta ab aliquibus irmmatio) : 
semper ctiim ac qumritur a viro 
aliud vaa prmter vas naturalc ad 
eopulam fasti tut uni. videtur nova 

* *• t , # 

rpeeica luxunm Exeipit iamcn 

Sporer 1 , c. cum Fill, ct Marchant. 
si id obiter lint ; ct hoc revera acu- 
tirc videtur etiam Saudi, dum ex- 
cusai actum illnm n morlali, si 
cosset omne periculum poHuiiotiis. 
Exeipit etiam Pal. j>. t 2. nmn. 
6. si vir hoc (accret, ut se exehet 
ad eopulam natomlem. Sed ex pra> 

diidis ncutrum admitteiuhun puto. 
Ko'dcm autem modo Sanchez hie. 
eit. a 32 in fin. damiiat virum de 
mortali. qui in actu copwlfu immit- 
teret. digit um in vas prmpostenim 
uxoris, quia (ut ait) in hoe aetu 
a dost ' un'oetus ad . sodom tarn Ego 
an torn cotiseo posse quiilcm f , reperiri 
tale in cilbetlim in actu ; sed per se 
lo<|ucmlo hmic ctfcctum non ugnosco 
in tali acta iusifnm. Cctcrum, gra- 
viter semper iucrepandos dico con- 
juges hujusmodi fir dum actum excr- 
centes. — Lig. tom. 6. n. 935. 

• I 

twiner. lV r . An sit mortal is delec- 
tatio morosa fa conjugc do copula 
habita vel habehda, qmc tameu non 
possit haberi de pnesenti. Adsunt 
tres senteul in*. Prim a seiitentia 
affirm ft t ; et htin co tenent Pont. lib. 
10, c. 16, u. 21, Wigandt. tr. 4, ti. 
59, 8ylv.‘ u c. Vega. Bodriq. et l)ic. 
apod SiHni c. 15,'n. 88. qui proba- 
bilem vocaiit. Katio. quia talis 
deloe a io bst quasi inchoata pollutio, 
quaj, cum co tempore non possit ha- 
beri modo deblto, onmiuo fit illicita. 
Scmnda Vero sen entia * ommunior 
negat; camque tenent Font. p. 4, q, 
8, n. 12 f^por n. 505 Crox n. 
837. I'ltni S »ar u? a » :!jc/, 1 9, d. 


inis use owing to the heat ot the 
mouth, there is proximate danger of 
pollution, and because this appears 
of it&elf a new species of luxury, 
repugnant to nature (called by some, 
Irmmution'), for as often as another 
vessel than the natural vessel or- 
dained for copulation, is sought by 
the man, it seems a new species of 
luxury. However. 8por. and others 
make an exception, if that lie done 
casually; and. in truth, Sanchez 
seems to be of this opiiuou, whilst 
he excuses that act from mortal sin, 
should all danger of pollution cease. 
Pal. also, makes an exception, k dt 
the husband does this to excite him- 
self for natural copulation.” But 
from what has been said before, 1 
think neither ought to be admitted. 
In the same manner, Sanchez, con, 
deinns a man of mortal sin, who. in 
4hc act of copulation, introduces his 
finger into the hinder vessel of the 
wife, because (he says) in this act 
I hero' is a disposition to sodomy. 
But 1 am of opinion that such efteH 
may be found in the act ; but*, 
speaking of itself, I do not acknow- 
ledge this effect natural in the act. 
But I say that husbands practising a 
foul act of this nature, ought always 
lobe severely rebuked. — Lig. vol. 6, 
n.935" 

It is asked, Does morose grati- 
fication in a married party, respect- 
ing copulation had, or to be had, 
which ' yet cannot bo had for the 
present, amount to mortal* sin? — 
There are three opinions. The ft rat, 
opinion affirms it ; and this is main- 
tained by Pont* &c.. who call it pro* 
bable. The reason, is, because such 
gratification is, as it were, begun 
pollution, which, since it cannot be 
had at that time in a lawful manner, 
is altogether illicit. But the second 
opinion , more common, denies this ; 
and this opinion is maintained by 
Pont. &e.- This opinion says that 
su<h gratification is not ft mortal sin, 



44, n. 3, cum S. Anton, Pulud Ca- 
jet. Viguer. et cominmii, ut asserit, 
utque fatetur etiam Pontius, item 
Coninck., &c., qui etiam proba- 
bileni putant. Haec sententia (licit 
tal'em, delectutioncm non esse inor- 
tal’em si absit periculum pollutiouis, 
sed tautum venialem. E&t venialis, 
quia ipsa caret debito fine, cum non 
possit ordinari ad copulam praesen- 
tcm. Non est autem mortalis, quia 
delectatio sumit suam bonitatem vel 
malitiam ab objecto; ct cum copula 
sit licita conjugatis, non potest esse 
cis graviter ilHcita illius dclcctatio. 
Et huic expresse fa vet id quod ait 
D. Thom, de Malo, q. 15, art. 2, ad. 
17, ubi : Sicut carnalis commixtio 
nen est peceatum mortale Conjugato, 
non potest esse gravius peceatum 
consensus in delectatiouem, quatn 
consensus in actum. Idque admittit 
Spor. etiamsi habeatur delectatio 
venerea orta ex eommotione spirit, u- 
um. Tertia demum sententia, quam 
tenent Salm. d. c. 15, u. 90, distin- 
guit et dicit, quod, si delectatio sit 
absque commoutione spirituum non 
erit rnortalis ; secus, si cum cornmo- 
tione et titillatione pavtium. Ego 
meurn judicium proferam. Si de- 
lectatio babeatur non solum cum 
eommotione spirituum, sed etiam 
cum titillatione scu voluptate vene- 
rea, seotio cum Cone. p. 408, n. 10, 
(contra Sporcr ut supra) earn non 
posse excusari a mortali, quia tal is 
delectatio est proxime conjuncta cum 
periculo pollutiouis. Sccus vero 
puto dicendum, si absit ilia volup- 
tuosa titiliatio, quia tunc non est de-. 
lectationi proxime adnexum pericu- 
lum pollutiouis, etiamsi adsit com- 
motio spirituum ; ct sic revera sen- 
tit Sanchez, J. c. n. 4, cum Vasque, 
cum ibi non cxcuset delectationem 
cum voluptate venerea, sed tantum, 
ut ait, cum eommotione et altera- 
tione partium absque pollutionis 
periculo. At, quia tabs. commotio 
propin qua est illi titillatioui volup- 


if‘ there be no danger of pollution, 
but only a venial sin. It is venial, 
because it wants the due end. since 
it canuot be ordained for present 
opulation. But it is not mortal sin, 
since gratification derives its good or 
bad qualities from the object; and 
since copulation is lawful for married 
persons, its gratification cannot be 
grievously unlawful to them. And 
this is expressly favored by what 

St. Thomas savs. — “ As carnal in- 

* 

tercourse in not a mortal sin to a 
married person, the consent to grati- 
fication caunot be a greater sin than 
the consent to the act. J> And this 
is admitted by Spor, although the 
venereal gratification arising from 
the moving of the passions be had. 
Lastly, the third opinion , main- 
tained by Salm. distinguishes and 
says, that if the gratification be 
without moving of the passions, it 
will not be mortal — otherwise, if 
accompanied by the moving and 
titillation of the parts. I will prof- 
fer my own opinion : If the gratifi- 
cation be had not only with the 
moving of the passions, but also with 
titillation, or venereal pleasure, I 
am of opinion that that cannot be 
excused from mortal sin, because 
such gratification is proximately 
allied to danger of pollution. I 
think that the contrary should be 
said, if it be not attended with that 
voluptuous titillation, because then 
danger of pollution is not proxi-> 
mafccly annexed to the gratification, 
although it may be attended with 
the moving of the passions ; and so, 
in truth, think Sanchez, &c., since 
there he docs not excuse the gratifi- 
cation with venereal -. pleasure, • but 
only, as be says, with the excite- 
ment and moving of the parts with- 
out danger of pollution. But sihee 
such moving is nearly allied - to that 
voluptuous titillation, therefore- mar- 
ried couples* are .to be especially ex- 
horted to abstain from- morose gra- 
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quosae, ideo maxi me hortandi, sunt j tification of this nature, it is also 
conjuges. ut abstincaut ab lmjusuiodi I to be observed that this is altogether 
delectatione inorosa. Item adver-; illicit in a husband, who is bound by 
tendum earn erse oninino iliioitam a vow of chastity, as is commonly 
in eonjugc, qui esset obstrictus voto said by Sanchez and others. — Lig. v. 
castitatis. ut dicunt eommuniter San- C, n 937. 
chez, d. d. 44, n. 26, et Boss, c, 7. 
n. 201, cum Yasq. Fill, et aliis.- — 

Lig. t, 0, n. 937. 

Dens enters very fully into the same subject in vol. 7. pp. 166-9. As 
his opinions arc identical with those of Liguori, we need not repeat them 
here. '• 

The following extracts from Liguori require no comment from us. 
They speak for themselves, and are rather, comprehensive as to time, place, 
frequency, and other interesting circumstances : — . 

VII. Si in loco indebito, v. gr. ! If it (copulation) takes place in 
sacro, qui inde violetur, vel in loco, an improper place, as, for example, 
publico (vide dicta dc hoc puncto in a consecrated place, which vrould, 


lib, 3, num. 485), ubi diximuy- cum in consequence, be defiled, or : in 
Navarro, Vasq, Tol. Azor. Con. public (see what is said on this 
Font. etc. quod, licet probabile sit, point, book 3, num. 485), where we 
per copulam coujugalem oecultam have said, with Navarrus, &c., that, 
in ccclcsia non conunitti sacrilegium although it be probable, that sacri- 
neque ecclesiam pollui probabilus lege is not committed in consequence 
tamen est oppositum, nisi adsit ne- of conjugal copulation in a church. ?)/' 
cessitas, cum Snar. Sanch. Less." kept secret, and that the church is not 
Bonac. Holzm. Croix, Salm. etc. polluted; yet the contrary is more 
ctsi co easu non teucutur clerici ibi probable, unless there be a necessity, 
abslirie.re a divinis officiis celebran- although the clergy are not, in that 
dis, nisi concubitus illo habitus pub- case, bound to abstain from celebra- 
licetur, ut dicunt iidem auctores ct ting divine service, unless the cop- 
probatur in hoc lib. 6, n. 364, quia illation there had been public, as say 
ecclesia non censetur polluta quoad the same authors, and as is also 
celebrationcm ofiiciorum, nisi cri- i proved in this book 6, n. 364, bc- 
mcn sit notoriuin notorictatc facti. I cause the church is not held to be 


Lig. tom 6, u. 920. 


VIII. Si absque urgente causa 


polluted, as regards the celebratiou 
of the services, unless the crime 
be made notorious through the 
publication of the deed. — Lig. vol. 

6, n. 920. 

If, ivithout urgent cause, it (copu- 


fit tempore indebito: 1. In magna i lation) takes place at an improper 
solemnitate, ut pachaj, vel pridie time: 1st. At a great solemnity, as 


oommunioms. Vid. M. Perez, d, that of the Passover, or the day l>e- 
19, a. 2. 2. Quaudo uxor est gra- fore communion. Sec Perez, &c.. 

14- -- x 5 1 . i . tin > i •/* * 4 a 


vida, saltern si sit periculum abortus. I 2. When the wife is pregnant, at 
Nav. Sylv. Sancli. Cone. Fill. n. least when there is danger of abor- 
337. Hoc enim si non sit, non erit lion- Nav. Sylv. &c. For if this 
anltem mortale ; quod cniin tunc fine be not the case, it w ill not at least 
aue Irustretur semen, non sequitur bo mortal sin, because that the seed 
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per fee ex actu* Unde Dian. p. 3. 
tr: 1, r. 204, et Coni nek. d. 34, 
dub. 9, nullum peccatum agnoscunt. 
3i Cum uxor laborat fluxu men- 
struo. Quod tamea non esse mor- 
tflle. contra Azor. docet Sanch. lib. 
9. d. 21, n. 2. Imo aliqui apud 
Dian. 1. c. ut pont. 1. 10. c. 11, et 
c. 14, nmn. 5, et 6. docent nec ve- 
niale esse, si periculum urgent, 
quod Sanchez. 1. c. docet esse pro- 
babile ; additque M. Perez, si oh 
finem hone stum fiat, nullum esse ; 
et teneri redder© debitum uxorem, 
si niaritus exigat ? Vide dist. 49, 
sess. 3 — Lig. tom. 6, n. 921. 

Quseritur I. an liceat conjugi 
co ire lie commuuionis? Vide quae 
fosius diximus hoc 1. 6, num. 274, 
et 275, ubi tenuimus esse veniale 
aecedere ad eucharistam die -copu- 
la* habitie ob voluptatem, nisi ex- 
euset aliqua rationa bills causa. Si 
vero copula est habita causa pro- 
crcandae prolis, vei etiam ineon- 
tinentiae vitandae, tunc est so lem- 
ma consilii S. communione abstin- 
ere, ex cap. Si vir 7. Canus 33. q. 
7. Kt sic pari ter est consilii >ab- 
stinere die quo conjnx reddidit 
debitum ; a quo autem reddendo, 
ordinaric loquendo, propter com- 
munion em non potest extmi ; nain 
iiliquando potest honestis precibus 
resi sieve. Quid autem debeat 
eonfessarins respondorc conjugi 
jjiterrqganti, an teneatur reddere 
die com-munionis? Vide d. n. 274. 
v. Quid. : Scd post communionern 
sum tam nnllum est peccatum red- 
dore. An autem petere? Alii di- 
cunt esse veniale: alii nullum. 
Vide ibid. derb. Die autem. — Lig. 
tom. 0, n. 922. 


a 

Quair. II. .an diebus festivis, vel 
jcjmyii aut rogationum, sit ill> 


is then frustrated of its end does 
not follow of itself from the act, 
whence Dian, &c. recognise no sin.. 
3. When the wife is troubled with 
the monthly terms. That this i» 
not. a mortal sin is taught by 
Sanchez, in opposition to Azor. 
Nay, some teach that it is not a 
venial sin, if danger be urgent, 
which Sanchez teaches to be prob- 
able ; and it is added by M. Perez, 
that it is no sin, if it is done for an 
honest end, and that the wife is 
bound to pay the debt if the hus- 
band demands it. See dist- 49, 
sess. 3.— Lig. vol. 6, n. 921. 

It is asked, I., whether it be law- 
ful for a husband to have copulation 
on the day of communion? See 
what has been said at large in this 
book 6, num. 274 and 275 where 
it is maintained, that it is a venial 
sin to come to the eucharist on 
the day on which copulation has 
been had on account of pleasure, 
unless excused by some reasonable 
cause. But if copulation has taken 
place for the purpose of begetting 
offspring, or even of avoiding incon- 
tinence, in that case it is the solemn 
decree of the sacred council to ab- 
stain from communion. And, in 
the same manner, it is determined 
to abstain on the day on which the 
married party has paid the debt, 
from rendering which, ordinarily 
speaking, he or she cannot be ex- 
empted on account of communion, 
for sometimes it is right to resist 
legitimate entreaties. But what 
ought the confessor to answer to the 
married party who asks whether he 
be bound to render the deb ton the 
daV of communion ? After partak- 
ing of communion, it is no sin to 
render the debt. But is jfc a sin to 
demand the debt ? • Some say it is 
a venial sin, others that it de no Bin 
at all. — Lig. vol. t>, n. 922/" 

It is asked, II., whether cbDjug^l 
copulation is unlawful on festival 

• ^ • \ «»«««*» * • ♦ a* • ^ ^ 
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eitu actus oonjugahs. Commune j days, or days of lasting or thanks- 
est non esse votitum tunc debitum. i giving ? It is generally supposed 
reddere cum D. Thoma Suppl. q. with St. Thomas, that it is not then 
64. a 7. ubi dicit: Cum mulier ha- forbidden to pay the debt, where he 
beat potestatum in corpore viri, et says, “Inasmuch as the woman has 
e converso, tenetur unns alteri, de- power over the body of the hus- 
bitum reddere qnocuuque tempore, band, and tho converse, the one is 
et quacumque bora. An autem- sit bound to pa} r the debt to the other 
vetitum petere V Prima sententia at any time and at any hour” But 
affirmat; et banc tenent D. Thom, is it forbidden to ask it? The first 
loe, cii. art. 1. S. Ant. 3. p. tit. 1. opinion affirms this, and is main* 
e. 20. § 11. Ooncin. t. 10. p. 395. n. tained by St. Thomas in the above 
10. item Mag. Seni. Alb. Palud. cited place. This, however, comes 
Gers. Sylv. Tab. etc. ap. Sanch. lib, , under venial sin, as is said by St. 
9. ( 1 . 12. n. 3. Hoc tamen sub cul . .Thomas and others; but not under 
pa^ venialli. ut ait D. Thom, cum mortal sin, as others improperly 
aliis, non vero sub mortali, ut aliqui maintain, with Sanchez, because, 
improbabiliter tenent- apud Sanch. ! (according to St. Thomas) Holy 

quia temp us sacrum non est cir- time is not a circumstance enticing 
earns tan ti a (ratio S- D.) trail ens in to another species of sin , whence it 
aliam speciem uCccati , unde non cannot heighten infinitely j’ But the 
potest in infinitum aggrav are... Ua same Saint assigns a reason why it 
tiouem autem cur sit veniale, assig- should be venial, saying, “The mat- 
nat idem Angelicas, dicens : Actns I rimonial act, although it be freet 
matrimonialis, qumnyis cnlpa. care from blame, yet, inasmuch as it 
at, tamen, quia rationem deprimit takes awaj r the reason, on account 
propter . earnalem 1 dele eta tiouem, l of carnal delight, renders a man unfi 
hominem reddit ineptum ad. spirt- 1 for spiritual things; and, for that 
tualia : et ideo in diebus in quibus reason, : he ought not to demand 
prcecipue spirituals bas est vacen- the debt on those days on which he 
dum,. non ' -licet petere debitum, ought especially ' to be intent on 
iSecunda vero eommunior negat esse spiritual things . ,y But the second 


illicilum : et hanc tenent Sanch. lib. : opinion, which is more general de- 
9. d. 12. num. 5. c«m S. Bon. Soto, nies that it is unlawful ; and this is 
tjajetjan. etc. item. Pont. 1.-10. cap. maintained by Sanchez, &c. The 
9. per totiim; Balm, c 35. num. 58. reason is. because it is not forbid- 


non divino, quia in festie sola opera astical law, because on festival days 
aemlia prohibentur; non ecclesias- and fast days, the marital encounter 
tico quia diebus festivis et jejunii, not opposing , married parties may 
non, obstante congressu maiiltali, keep those things which arc accord- 
pos unt conjuges 5 servare ea quae ; ing to the commandment. But if 
snntade pnecepto. : Quod si can ones the canons and the holy fathers 
et snneti patres videantur iis diebus seem, on those days, expressly to 
expresse prohibere usum conjugii, prohibit the use of marriage, the 
dicunt prffifati A A. id inteiligi de above-cited authors say that it is 
coneillo, non de preecepto, ut mul- understood of the counsel, not of 
tis nfratnr prepare ^Sanchez cum the precept, as is attempted to be 
Gloss in canones et aliis interpre- proved by Sanchez and other inter- 
tttms.— tig. tom. 6, u. 923. preters. — .Lig. vol. 6, n. 932. 
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Quaer. 111. nti lieeat coirc coDju 
gibus tempore prtegnationis. Com- 
mune, est id non esse inortale, nisi 
adsit perieulum abortus, Ita omnes 
cum Sanch. 1. 9. d. 22, num. 3: Pont. 
1. 10, c.- 14, n. 7 : £alin. o. 15, num. 
78 ; et Boss. cap. 9, o. 33 ; ex I). 
Augusti no. Be Bono Conjug. cap. 6, 
ubi : Oonjugalis enim concubitus 
gencrandi gratia non habet culpam : 
concupiscentue vero satiandaj, sed 
tamen cum conjuge, propter fidem 
tori, venialcm habet culpam. 

“ Censent autem Sylvesfc. Ang. ct 
Tab. apud Sancb. 1. c. n. I. adesso 
perieulum abortus, si copula habetur 
circa initium conceptionis, quia ex 
novo coitu materia ilia nondum plcne 
formata, facile dispergitur; nam, 11- 
cet matrix post conccptionem statim 
claudatur, tamen, ufc ait Avicenna, 
ex vehementi delectationc coitus im- 
tata, aliquando aperitur, et materia 
effunditur. * * * 

Panto minus autem aderit tale pori- 
cnlum, si habeatur copula tempore 
proximo partui, ufc perperam aliqui 
dixerunt, pufcantes tunc non expoui 
prolem discrimini suffocationis j tiam 
venus, ufc aib Boss. num. 60 cum 
Ryan, foetus humanus ita secundinis 
involvitatur; ut eum non possit semen 
contingere. Ilinc ait. Petrocor. fc. 4. 
p. 447, perieulum abortus non ita 
facile prmsumendum ; efc ideo non 
esse vexandos conjuges importunis 
interrogation ibus, ut abstmeant tem- 
3 >ore prtegnationis : Qure cnim (ait) 
spes cos a concubitu avocandi? ct 
quale non timendum perieulum , si a 
sua boua fide perturbentur ? — Lig. 
tom. 6. n. 924 


Quaint. IV. An licitum sit con- 
jugibus coirc tempore menstrui. Hie 
prmnotandum quod fluxus mulieris 
iilins sit nut oralis ct ord inarms, et 


It is asked ill., .Whether it be 
lawful for married people to have 
connection during pregnancy ? . ?*Xt 
is the common opinion that that is 
not a mortal sin, unless there be 
danger of abortion. Thus all with 
Sanchez, &c. Because conjugal con- 
nection, for the sake of procreation, 
has not sin, but when exercised for 
the purpose of satisfying concupis- 
cence, but still with the consort, on 
account of tho fidelity of the marriage 
bed, it is venial sim- It is also thought 
by Slyvesfcer, &o., that there exists 
danger of abortion if connection be 
had about the beginning of concep- 
tion, because from the new encounter, 
the matter not yet- fully formed is 
easily dispersed ; for, although after 
conception tho matrix immediately 
closes, yet, as says Avicenna, when ir- 
ritated by vehement delight caused by 
connection, it sometimes opens and the 
matter is poured out. * * * • * 

But there will exist so much - the 
less danger of that nature (of abor- 
tion) if copulation be had at the time 
nearest to child-birth, as some have 
rashly said, who think that then the 
child is not exposed to the danger of 
suffocation. But more truly, as say 
Boss., &c., the human foetus is so 
wrapped in tho secundines that the 
semen cannot touch it. Hence, says 
Petrocor. t. 4. p. 447, danger of 
abortion ought not so easily to be 
presumed, and that, therefore married 
parties ought not to be harrassed by 
vexatious questions that they should 
refrain during the time of pregnancy. 
“ For what hope is there, • * says he, 
:t of withdrawing them from sexual 
intercourse, and what danger is not 
to be apprehended if they are dis- 
turbed from their own good faith. ” 
— Lig. vol. 6, n. 924. ' 

It is asked, 4th, Whether it be 
lawful for married persons to copulate 
at the time of the monthly courses? 
Here it is to bo‘ reinarkfd, that* '‘the 
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• jT'-pru? ilifi-ur menstruum, quia ? woman’* flux ih tfmm natural 





comm uniter singulis mensibussolet in 
feminis accidere, et durat ut plurimum 


per duos vel tres dies* Alius extra- 
ordinarius, proveniens ex aliquo morho 
diuturno qui aliquando durat usque 
ad duodecim dies et ultra. Tompere 
fluxus extraordinary certutn est liccrc 
tarn reddere quam pctcre. Ita com- 
munitcr Sanchez 1. 9. d. 21. n. 7. 
Pont. 1. 10. c. 14. r». 6. Holzm. num. 
462. .Sal in. o. 15. n. 76. ct Boss. c«p. 
9. ti. 13. cum Azor. Reb. Fill. 


Iiurtad. eic. ex divo Thom, in 4. d. 
32. q. uuie. art. 2. q. 2 ubi expresse 
hoc docet, ct rationem adducit, diceos : 
In fiuxu menstruorum innaturali non 
cst prohibitum ad menstruatam acce- 
derc in lege nova, turn propter infir- 
mitalcin, quia mulier in tali statu 
concipere non potest ; turn quia tails 
fluxus est .perpetuus et diuturnus, 
unde oportet, quod vir perpetuo ab- 
stiueret. , Tempore autem fluxus na- 
turahs adsunt tres scDtenti<c. prims 
damnat eoituin do mortal) ; et hnuc 
tenent idem 1). Thom. loc. eit. q. 3. 
ad 1. ubi dicit tempore huj us meii- 
strui peccarc mortal iter tain virum 
voluntarie pet en tem, quam uxorem 
voluntarie reddentem : excipit si 
mulier quasi coacta debitum redderet. 
Eandem sententiam tenent S. Rone. 
Ale ns Sotus, Tab. • Pallac. etc. apud 
Boss. c. 9. n. 16. Probatur 1. ex 
Ley it. cap. 20. v. 18. *ubi dicitur : 
Qui coicrit cum mulicre in fiuxu mcn- 


struo.; et revclaverit turpitudinem 
ejus, ipsaque, aperuerit f bn ten* san- 
guinis sui, inierlicientur auibo. Ob- 
liciunt huic Sanch. 1. c . n.2, et Boss, 
n. 16. quod lex ilia fuerit cnereino- 
niaiis, et ideo non obliget in lege 
evangelica.. Sed respondet I). Thom, 
diet. q. 2. quod licet illud prujeeptum 
fuerit cmremonialc quoad iinuiuo- 
ditiam, fuerit tamen morale quantum 
ad nocuuientum (verba S. D.) quod 
in prole ox hujusuiodi commixtione 
frequcilier soquebatur. Probatur 2. 


ox can. fin di**. 
(•rim «-r 


;>• ubi Gregor. Papa : 

Causa, cum 



and ordiuary, and that is properly 
called monthly, because it generally 
happens, to females every month, and 
lasts commonly for two or three 
days. The other flux is extraordi- 
nary, arising from some chronic dis- 
ease, which sometimes lasts even for 
12 days or more. At the timed 
extraordinary flux it is admitted to 
be lawful both to demand and to pay 
the debt. Thus commonly, Sanchez 
&c., where he expressly teaches this, 
and adduces as a reason, saying, “ In 
au unnatural flux of the monthly 
courses, it is not prohibited in the 
new law to have access to a woman 
during her terms, both on account of 
infirmity, inasmuch as a worian in 
that condition cannot conceive, and 
because such flux is perpetual and 
lasting, whence it behooves that a man 
should perpetually abstain. ” But 
concerning the time of the natural 
flux there arc three opinions. The 
first condemns copulation as mortal 
sin j and this is maintained by the 
divine Thomas in the quoted place, 
where he says that both the man 
who voluntarily demands, and the 
wife who voluntarily pays, the debt at 
the time of this flowing, commit mortal 
sin. lie makes an exception if the 
woman pays the debt, being, as it 
were forced thereto. The same opi- 
nion is maintained by S. Rone. &c. 
It is proved, 1st, from Levifc. c. 20, 
v. 18, where it is said, “ He who lies 
with a woman having her sickness, 
and shall uncover her nakedness, and 
she shall uncover the fountain of her 
blood, they shall be both put to 
death. ” To this an objection is 
raised by Sanchez, &c., that this was 
the ceremonial law, and therefore is 
not obligatory in the evangelical law ; 
but this is answered by St. Thomas, 
that although that precept was cere- 
monial as touching unclcanness. yet 
that it was moral as touching the 
injury which frequently followed 
in the offspring from commixture 


/ 



74 


(uxores) io <*i.iifeucii.s imiiMiuii 1 <L- 
tiuencui. riri* suis ini*ceri pro hi be* 
antur. Probat ur 3. raligne. turn quia 
proles eo tempore nascitura expooitur 
periculo nascendi Jeprosa. et mon- 
struosa; turn quia adesfc perieulum 
semen frustra etfundendi, cum raro 
vel nunquam eo tempore mater sit 
apta conception!. 


Secunda sententia* totaliter oppo- 
site dicit accessuca ad menstruatam 
orani culpa earerer; banc tenent 
Olossa in can. Si caus. v. Concept 
tus 33. q. 14. item Perez, Fill, efc 
Hurtad. apud Boss. n. 20. eamque 
Sanch. lib. 9. d. 21. n. 7, putafc 
aeque probabilcm ae tcrtiam, quam 
mox referemus. Ratio, quia hodie 
id nullo jure prohibetur; non divino 
cum *lex Levitica, adveniente lege 
nova jam cessaverit. Nec obstare 
dicunt, quod probibitio ilia non ces- 
saverit. quatenuS fuit moralis prop- 
ter vitandum dafnnum prolis: nam 
respondent, quod testetur S. Hicr. 
in IS Ezech. rationem probibitiouis 
in- Levifico fuisse, quia illo tempore, 
ob sanguinem femineura infectum ex 
coitu, foetus leprosi, ct %elephantiaci 
nascebantur : sed hodic inccrfum est 
ndcsse damnum, et multo ccrtius est 
inulierem tempore menstrui non con- 
cipere, ut dicunt Sanch. Pal. Boss, 
ct Salmantic 11. cc. ac demum, 
etiamsi concipiat cum aliquo damno 
prolie, dicunt Sanch. 1. 9. d. 21. n. 
7. ct Boss. c. q. n. 22. id non ob- 
stare, quia melius est prolem sic 
nasci, quam non nasci; forte enim 
postmodum non gigneretur, vel non 
csset eadem proles, unde proles bene- 
ficium recipit, non damnum ; ncc 
obstat dicere, quod, si non proli, 
saltern sic inferatur damnutn naturae 
qufp postulat. ut proles modo con- 


>d this hit r... it ik proved, 2nd, 
where Pope Gregory says, ''Whew 
they (the wives) are detained in 
their accustomed terms, both, on ac- 
count of child-birth and otherwise, 
let them be prohibited from copu- 
lating with their husbands. It is 
proved 3rd, by the reasons, both 
because the offspring about to bo 
born at that time is exposed to the 
danger of being born leprous, and 
monstrous; and because there is 
danger of spilling seed in vain, since 
the mother is rarely or ever fit for 
conception at that time. 

The second opinion, totally op- 
posed to this, says that access to a 
woman in her terms is free from all 
blame: this is maintained by many 
authors, and Sanchez thinks this 
equally probable as the third opin- 
ion, to which wo shall presently 
refer. The reason is, because it is 
at this day by no law prohibited, 
nor by divine law, since on the com- 
ing of the new, the Levitical law 
has already ceased. And it is said 
that it is no obstacle, because that 
prohibition has not ceased, for as 
much as it was moral on account of 
avoiding danger to the offspring. 
For they answer that St. Jerome in 
Ezech. 18, affirms that the reason of 
the prohibition in Leviticus was, that 
at that time, in consequence of the 
woman's blood being infected by 
copulation, the foetus was born 
leprous and afflicted with elejdum- 
tiasis. But in these days it is un- 
certain that that danger exists, and 
it is much more certain that a 
woman does not conceive during the 
time of her terms, as is said by 
Sanchez, &c. ; and lastly that,, al- 
though she may conceive with some 
danger to the offspring, it is said by 
Sanch. that that is no obstacle; be- 
cause, it is better that offspring 
should be born thus, than not be 
born at all ; for perhaps afterwards 
it might not. be born, or might not 
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venientiori generetur : nam respon- be the same offspring YV iumce the 
dent, quod, si non inferatur dam- offspring receives benefit and not 
nnm proli, neque infertur naturae, injury ! Nor is it any obstacle to 
Non pi ohibetur igitur jure divino ; say, that if danger is not caused to 
non jure ecclesiastico, nam ad text* the offspring, it is at least to nature, 
um Gregorii respondent Pontius 1. i which requires that the offspring 
10. c. 14. n. 0. proliibitionem illam should be born in the most coven 
ecclesiasticam hodie exolevisse; ient manner; for it is answered 
imo verbuin illud Pontificis, “ pro* that if no danger is caused to the- 
nibeantift*, ' explicafcur ab aliis ut offspring, neither is an v indicted oc 
dicit ibi Gloss. prohibeantur, id nature. It is prohibited, then, 
est, sub forma prolubitionis dis- neither by the divine, nor the eeeJe- 
suadeantur. ’ Nec jure natnrali. siastieal law, for to the text of Gre- 
quia, licet sit facile pcriculum eo gory it is answered by Pontius, that 
tempore frnstrandi semen, tamen that ecclesiastical prohibition is at 
ad coitmn cohonestandum non re- this day obsolete; nay, that very 
quiritnr, ut ex eo sequatur gene- saying of the Pontiff, Let them h* 
latio, sed sufficit, quod coitus illo prohibited . is explained by some, 
pei se sit aptus generation i, esto as says the Gloss, in that place- — 
per accidens semen dispergatur, ut j Let them be prohibited --that ♦>, h# 
accidit in accessu ad inulierem them be, dissuoded. tender the. form 
pt agnan tom, nut sterilem. Neque of prohibition. Nor by the natural' 
(ahiiit) in tali coitu adest indeccn- lawq because although the danger of 
tia culpabilis : nam, ut dicit Per., frustrating the seed is at that time 
ilia cst potius materialis. Hinc, easy, yet in order to render copula- 
eoncludunt nullo modo pecearc | tion honorable, it is not required 
conjuges, si eo tempore cocant, non that generation should follow there- 
jam ex aflectu libidinis (quod non from, but it is sufficient that that 
posset excusari a veniali,) sed ut copulation should of itself be fit for 
ntantur jure suo cum moderata generation, although by accident 
delectatione. the seed may be wasted, as happens 

in the case of copulation with » 
pregnant or barren woman. AW 
(as they say,) is there in such copula- 
tion culpable indecency ; for, a# 
says Per., that is rather material. 

I Hence they conclude that married 
: parties in no degree sin if they 
copulate at that time; not in this 
instance from affecting lust (which 
j:conld not be excused from a venial 
,sin), but in order that they may 
i enjoy their privilege with moder- 
• ate delight. 

^ Tertia demum sententia, commit- The third opinion— the most 

nissimaet probabilior, dicit eoitum common and the more probable 

tempore menstrui non esse mortale, declares that copulation at the time 
sed non excusari a veniali. Ita S. of the terms is not a mortal, but 
Anton. 3. part. tit. 1. c. 20. § 3. cannot be excused from a venial sin 

\T rk vr 1 ft Ort _ Ort O I r« l* * i j .... 


a O a VMfrur Dili . 

Nav. cap. 16, num. 32. Cone. p. *198 ISo 8t. Anton. &c. That it is not a 
n. 20. <kc. Non sit mortale, mortal sin, is proved by the second* 
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probat ratio adducts, mox supra 
pro secunda sententia. Quod au- 
tem sit veniale, probatur, quia tabs 
coricubitus, cum nolint conjugcs 
expecture tempus generationi iqv- 
tius, et jam brcvi adventurum, in- 
volvit quaiidam turpitudinom, et 
doordinationera, cum femina tunc 
sit incpta commadar* rcccptiojii et 
retentioni seminis, ot idoo coitus 
tunc minus convenit fini genera- 
tionis. Conrcniunt autem Nav. Pal. 
San ch. Sal m,' 11. cc. et. Boss. lium. 
15, cum. II urt. quod nullum sit 
poccatum coirc tali tempore si adsit 
alirjua causa turpitudinom ilium 
cohonestans, nompo, ad vitanda 
dissidia, aut incontincntiam in sc 
vel in altcro. ant alia similia. An 
autem casu quo nulla adsit causa 
uxor nienstriiata possvt et tenoatur 
debitum reddere, si maritus moni- 
tus nolit desistere ? Affirmant Pal. 
p. 4. $ 4. ii. 9. cum Con. Salm. et 
Sanch. d. 21. n. 06. qui citat pro 
se etiam i). Thom. d. 32. art. 2. q. 
3. sed non bene, ut mox videbimus. 
Verum probabilius negandum cum 
Pontio ct Bonac. qui citat Sylv. 

&c.' — Lig. tom. 6, n. 025. 

* 
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reason which has been just above 
adduced for the second opinion. 
But that it is a venial sin is proved, 
inasmuch as such copulation, since 
married parties refuse to wait fora 
time; more lit for generation, and 
which would very shortly arrive 
involves a certain degree of turpi- 
tude and inordinate desire, inas- 
much as the female is then unfit 
for the advantageous reception and 
retention of the seed, and for that 
reason copulation is the less adapt- 
ed for the end of generation. But 
it is agreed by Nav. &c., that it is 
no sin to have copulation at such 
time, provided there exists some 
cause, rendering honorable that tur- 
pitude, viz., to avoid dissension, 
or incontinence in either party, or 
other like causes. Butin a case in 
which no cause exists, can a wo- 
man during her terms, and is she 
bound to pay the debt, if her hus- 
band, forewarned, refuses to desist? 
Tt is affirmed by Pal. &<*., but not 
well, as we shall presently see. 
But it is more probably to be de- 
nied, with Pontius, &c. — Lig. v. 6, 
n. 025. 


ON THE IMPEDIMENT OF AFFINITY. 


Oritur ox carnaii copula perfecta. 

Quid est affinitas ? Est propin- 
quitns personarum orta ex copula 


carnaii : per illam vir fit affinis 
consanguincis mnlieris, et mulier 
consanguinies viri ; cum enim per 
copulnm vir et mulier fiant una 
caro, uterque tangit consangnineos 
alterius, et eos sibi Tacit afiines. 


I 

» 

i 
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Fundamentum itaque aflinitatis 
est copula carnalis, sive matrimoni- 
dlisVaivo extra-matrimonialis : ut 

tamen copula earnalis aftinitatom 


inducat, debet esse consummate in 
vasq debito emu emissione seminis 


It arises from perfect carnal 
copulation. 

What is affinity ? It is a rela- 
tionship of persons, arising from 
carnal copulation : by it the man 
becomes allied to the blood-rela- 
tions of the woman, and the woman 
to the blood-relations of the man ; 
for, when by copulation the man and 
woman become one flesh, each 
touches the blood-relations of the 
other and becomes allied with them. 

"Therefore the foundation of affi- 
nity is carnal copulation, whether it 
be matrimonial, or extra-matrimo- 
ninl; however, that carnal copula- 
tion may occasion affinity, it ought 

v v ' C 

to be consummated in the prop’ 




virilis intra illud, sou quod idem est, ! 
debet esse apta generationi : ita post j 
S. Thom. Suppl. q. 55. art. 4. ad 2. 
et Auctores communiter. 

Et hinc lion exsurgit affinitas ex 
copula sodom idea, neque ex ilia, 
quae kabita fuit citra seminationem 
viri. 

Contra oritur afliuitan ex copula 
inter senes ct steriles habita : quia 
ilia de sc generationi apta ist, et ex 
ea vir et mulier fiunt una caro. — 
Dens. tom. 7, p. 239. 


passage with the emission 4| i 
man's seed within it. or what i» loo 
same thing, it ought to be fit for j-eu 
eratiou : as St. Thomas and oihtis 

authors commonly say. 

And hence affinity does not arise 
from sodomitic copulation, nor from 
that which has been had without the 

man's spending.* 

On the contrary, affinity arises 
from carnal copulation between the 
old and the barren, because that is of' 
itself fit for generation, and from it 
mnn and woman become one flesh. — 
Dens, v. G, p. 239 


ON IMPOTENCE, AND WHEN IT INVALIDATES 

MATRIMONY. 


Quid est impotentia ? 

It. Est incapacitas perficierdi 
copulam carnalam pcrfcctam cum 
seminatione viri in vase de sc debito, 
$eu de se aptam generationi. 


Dividitur in impotentiam uatura- 
lem et accidcutalcm, in prepefcuam 
et temporalcm, in absolutain ct rc- 
flpeetivain, in antecedcntem ct con- 
sequentem. 

Absolute dicitur, quays est respectu 
omnium; quali laborant frigidi : 
respectiva vero, est respectu aliqua- 
rum personarum tantum, ut si mulier 
sit minis arcta respectu unius viri, 
non respectu alterius. — Deus. tom. 

7, p. 273. 

Ex dictis patet spadoues et eunu- 
elios utroque testiculo carentes non 
posse matrimouium inire valide. 
Unde Sixtus V. matrimonia ad hu- 
jusmodi cunucliis in liispania con- 


What is impotence ? 

A mii'tr. It is an incapacity to 
perforin perfect carnal copulation 
with a seminal emission from the 
man into the vessel duly appointed 
for that purpose, or such copulation 
as is, iu its own nature, fit for genera- 
tion. 

Impotence is divided, into natural 
and accidental, into perpetual and 
temporal, into absolute and respec— 
tive, into antecedent and conse- 
quent. 

Absolute impotence is that which 
is iu respect to all ; such as the 
frigid labor under : but respective 
impotence is that which is in respect 
to some person only, as if a woman 
be too tight in respect to one man 
but not. in respect to another. — Dens, 
v. 7, p. 273. 

From what is said, it is clear that 
geldings and eunuchs who want both 
testicles cannot validly enter in- 
to matrimony. For which reason 
Sixtus the 5th decreed that the 


* According to this doctrine, if a man has natural connection with a woman, lio cannot 
marry her sister; but if lie commits sodomy with the one, lie can marry the other : or if he 
has only partfritfy committed fornication with the one (*\ h:t(l begun the acJt* but was not 
received into /all connection) t then also it i? no impediment to his marrying the other sister} 
from tbesc two sources of refined affinity does not exist* 
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tracts irrita esse decern it. ; sec us 
<Mtim si aUcrntro duntaxat testiculo 
car cant. 

Senes ct aterilcs valid© eontra- 
haut ; 8i tamcn quia ita seuio de- 
crepitus stt, ut intra vas seminarc 
nequeat, impotens eenseri debet . 


An simnlicr contracto matrimo- 
uio re peri at ur iiknis areta, pati de- 
bet incisionem? 

R. Si noil pessit sine periculo 
vine viro'aptari, matrimonium es t 
mvalklum ; adeoque certc incesio- 
nem .pati nee. debet ncc potest : si 
vero sine periculo vitce incisio fircri 
possit matrimonium crit validum, 
tenebilurque mnlicr incisionem pati, 
praeserlim si idem sit chirurgus qui 
conjux ; nisi ex incisione illi nota- 
bile morbi pcriculum subiret, cum 
quo, uti non ienctur debitum red- 
der©, ita nec incisionem pati. 


Quid si impotent ! a proveniat ex 
debilitate viri, qui copulam cum 
virgino habere ueqticat, sed bone 
cum corrupta ? 


R, S. Thomas supra qunest. 58, 
art. ad. -5, censet quod tali casti vir 
debeat medicinal! ter aliquo instru- 
meuio claustra pudoris frangcre, ct 
ita uxori suae conjungi : hoc tamen 
intelligi debet si id fieri possit sine 
peecato aut vitas periculo. Multi 
interim putant, virgin cm ad hoc 
pormitteudum (licet ex charitate 
citra grave incotnmodum teneri pos- 
sit) ex justitia nou obligari ; quia 
impotentia nou tam se habet ex parte 
Virginia, quam expartc viri debilioris. 
— Dens, lorn. 7 pp. 275-C. 


Impotentia dirimens. * Ilia hie in- 


marriages contracted by this sort of 
eunuchs in Spain were null and void ; 
for it were otherwise it they wanted 

but one testicle only. 

Men, old and barren, may validly 
contract marriage ; if, however any 
one be -so decrept from old age as 
not to be able to spend within the 
vessel (or passage) , he ought to be 
considered impotent. 

It a woman, upon having con- 
tracted matrimony, bo found too 
tight , ought she to suffer incision. 

Answer. If she cannot, without 
danger to her life, be fitted to the 
man, the marriage is invalid ; and 
therefore she neither ought nor can 
suffer incision : but if, without danger 
to her life, the incision can bo made, 
the matrimony will he valid, and 
the woman will be bound to submit 
to the incision, particularly it her 
husband' be a surgeon ; unless from 
that incision there should follow a 
notable danger of disease, with which 
(danger) as she is not bound to 
render marriage duty, so neither is 
she bound to suffer the incision. 

What if the impotence should 
arise from the debility of the hus- 
band, who is unable to copulate with 
a virgin, though ho can do it well 
with a woman who had been pre- 
viously deflowered? 

Answer. St, Thomas thinks that 
in such case the husband ought, me- 
dicinally to break the barriers of tier 
virginity with some instrument, and 
so have connection with his wife : 
this, however, ought to bo under- 
stood, if it can be done without sin 
or danger to life. Many, . however, 
arc ot ' opinion, that the virgin 
(though in charity bound to submit 
without grievous inconvenience) is 
not in justice obliged to permit this, 
because the impotence is not . so 
much on the part of the virgin, as on 
the part of the man who is oo weak. 
— Dens, v. 7, pp. 275 6. 

Invalidating impotence. 'That is 
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tdligeiula est, qtue sexuum eopulain to be understood here which im- 
impedit per quam qua? persona* pedes the copulation of the sexes, 
fiant una caro : non fmnt autem by which two persons become one 
una caro,.msi cum vir intra vas flesh ; but they do not become one 
muiierfe semen immitlit. Alioqui flesh, uuless when the husband in- 
onini noli consummatin' matriino- iects seed within the vessel of the 


ninm neque inducitur ullasive: ex woman. For otherwise matrimony 
delicto, sive sine delicto affinitas, is not consummated, nor is any ftf * 
otiamsi fueritviri pars genitalis in- finity induced, either with or with- 


tra vast Iccmin®* I out although the genital part o\ 

" ; the man may have been within the 

, ! vessel of the woman. 

Quumobrein cimuchi, quam vis . Wherefore eunuchs, although some 
aliqui oorum possint vas fern in as of them arc able to enter the vessel 
ingredi nullatenus sunt matrimonii of the woman, arc by no moans 
ea paces ol) defectum seminis pro- capable of marriage, in consequence 
lifted, Idemque sentiendum do illis of defect of prolific seed ; and the 
quibus attritus est u torque tcsticii- same thing is to be observed of those 
ius ; sed illi, quibus uuus superest who have had both of their testicles 
iikt*3us, matrimoninm inirc possimt, bruised ; but those who have one re • 
quia stmt atUiuc semin and i eapaccs. maining uninjured arc .able to enter 
Foomina nulla habet .impotentiam matrimony, because they are still 
derimentem, nisi quatenus cst arc- capable of spending. Mo wamaii 
ta, no iv miens intra sc recipere.se- has invalidating impotency, unless 
men viri: solaqnc, foemime adsem- in so far as she is tight y not being 
mandmn impotentia non inducit able to receive within herself the 
unpedimentiim, quia feeminenm seed of the man *, and the impotence 
semen non ceuscfcur ad generation- of the woman to spend does not 
eat necessarium. — Cabassutius, p. alone induce impediments, because 
S13. Ed. Lugd. 1709. >• ; the female's seed is not considered 

, - necessary for procreation. — Cabas- 

.S.utius, p. 818. Lugd. Ed. 1709 

His aliqui adjuugunt alind irnpo- • /.To these some add another kind 
tentifle genus cx’himio viri calorc, of impotence, from the too great heat 


His aliqui adjuugunt alind iinpo- • /To these some add another kind 
icntim genus cx’himio viri caloro, of impotence, from the too great heat 
quo fit, ut effundatur semen ante- of the man, by which it comes to pass 
quam perfecta fucrit copula. Sed that the seed is emitted before cop- 
raro nsu vemfc ut bine oriatur per- illation has been perfected. But it 
j^etuum impediment urn - quamvis seldom happens in practice that 
enim smpiiis eontingeret, ufc multi perpetual impediment should hence 
congress us • aut conatus conjugum arise for although it might often - 
aine debita seminatione fierent, con- tiuies happen that many encounters 
tinget talem aliquando, ut aiiquis or attempts . of the married parties 
ex multis conatibus non frustretur may take place without due spend- 
hoc eflfeetu. Frseterca futurura ing, vet it will sometime happen 
quandoque est, ut nimius ardor that one of the many efforts should 
iongiore consuetudine et tempo r- not be frustrated of this effect. Be- 
«m pro gross u defervescat. Den- sides, it will at length happen that 
ique suficere potest ad consumma- from long custom, and in progress 
tarn copularn, si pars aliqua semi- of. time, this too great heat will 
nia intromittatur. cool down. Lastly, it nmy suflieo 

to perfect copulation that some 
' portion of the seed be introduced. 



Duplex est ini po ten tin distin- ; Impote iso i two kinds. One 
guenda. Uua quidem perpetua. | indeed, perpetual. The other tem 
Altera temporalis. Frmterae alia j porary. Besides, one kind of impo 
est impotent**! absolute, id est , re- i tenee is absolute — that is, in respee 
spectu omnium; alia resoectiva, of all ; the other respective, by whicl 
per quam aliquis est impotens hab- a man is impotent with respect t< 
ito rcspecti; ad certa% cmasdain | some particular persons, but capable 
personas, sed potens re spec to with respect to others. For thus < 
aliarum. Sic eniin potest feemina woman may be naturally tight wit! 
esse naturaliler arcta **ospectu ! respect to some, but not all men 
quorundam, sod non omnium vir- Moreover, a man may be impotent 
orum. Qui netiam potest aliquis with respect to virgiiis but no' 
esse impotmis respeolu vivginum, with respect to widows, 
non vero rospoctu vidnarum. — Ca- 

hassutius. p o34. « 

Hand tacil credendum est mul- Credit should not easily be givci 
ieri do viri $*u impoieiitia, sed ad to a woman respecting the impotenc< 
ipsius qnerclain seorsun prijnum of her husband, but the marriec 
singuli conjuges ioterrogandi sunt parties are first to be interrogated 
et procmisso jummento eonun rc- separately respecting her complaint 
sponsion es in scripta red j gen da?, and an oath being taken, theh 
Delude s?< > r.-im voeandi si ngulo r- answers arc to be reduced to writing 
um conj ugmu propinqui, ut si quid Afterwards the relatives of each ol 
hac do rcsciverint hoc deponant. the parties are to he called separately 
His succodit decretmn inspectionis in order that they may depose what 
sexuin, faun ill}© quidem per obste- ever they know concerning this thing, 
trices jurej urn ndo adactas, viri au- After this follows a decree for an 
tem per medicas et chirurgos sim- examination of the sexes — of th€ 
inter juratos. Si nec sic quidem woman indeed by midwives bound 
constet virum esse prorsus impo- by oath, and of the husband 
tcntcni, jura decernunt experiendi physicians and surgeons similarly 
otexplorandi gratia trium annorum sworn. If it does not even thus 
cohabitntionem. Si nullatenus pro- appear evident that the man is cn- 
bari potest focminte conqucrcntis tirely impotent, the laws decree coha- 
intentio, ct vir sc neget impotent- bitation for three years^ for the pur» 
cm, partesque ad copulani reqnisi- pose of experimenting and investi- 
tas liabeat integrass et i Ikes as, gating. If the charge of the com- 
quod per chirurgos juratos itarefe- plaining woman cannot even yet be 
ratur, viro potius quam mulieri proved, and the husband denies his 
cr. dendum est post proestitum jur- impotence, and has the parts necessary 
amentum; hoc uno excepto si mul- for copulation whole and unhurt, 
ier s? virgin cm esse probet ex which may be referred to the surgeon 
aspect a corporis et matronaruin thus sworn, credence is to be given 
attestationo ; hoec enim probatio to the husband rather than to the 
potior est quam mariti contraria wife, after an oath has been adminis- 
assertio, etc. Oabassutius, pp. tered : with this sole exception, if 
314 320. the woman nroves herself to be a 


g is the challenge of Rev. R. M. O I'allaghanJ 
this city, to the Rdiior of the which 

at, March 4tli, 1<S68. 'The result is tlieiprescnt 
jsly obscene for appearance in the columns of a 
best to publish in pamphlet form. Romish 
>r, by a /'ri(fst r : the publisher lias no apology to 
;ed deformity of so vile a system as l ht Romish 
hould doubt the aurheiricity of the extracts 
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?red to any person who will prove t hem not 
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